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5738. Also .resolutions adopted by the Texa Chamberof Com
merce, relative to section . 28· of tlie .Tones shipping bill· to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and · Fisheries. . 

1 

57o9. By-Mr.. CULLEN: Resolution1adopted.by the American 
Marine_ Association of· New- York City; indorsing Sooate bill, 
321.7. a~d House bill 10644 and-urging their early passag~; to tb.e: 
Committee on 1the. Merchant Marine and1 Fish&ies. 

5740J By · l\1~ CURRY: Resolution of thee-Henry w;: Lawton: 
Camn, United Spanish War- Veterans,. at. their; nineteenth. anT 
nual encampment, favoring the retention1a.nd developmentiof tbe 
M.ar.e Island Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Atfairs. 

574-L By !lilr: KIESS : -Petition of: residents of, Millpe.rt, Pa:,, 
protesting against the passage of House ,bills-.9753 and14388 and' 
Senate bi11 1 l948~ to the:Committoo on the District •. ot Columbia. 

5742.. By;• Mr~ KISSEL: Petition of Naval1,Militia. New Y-.ork
City, N. Y., relative - to- an additional appropriation ' forr the. 
Naval ReseriVe-,Foroo.; to the Committee aon Appr()priations. 

57 43: Also, pe_ti tlon on· board of. estimate 1 and apportionment, 
city of. Newa Yo.rk, . N: . Y~. indorsing the, B.acharach 1 bill; to_. the. 
Committeeion th •Judiciary. 

5744. By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petitions of Regal Laundry, 
~altimore, and ManhattanJLaundry Se.r_yice Corporation, Wash
ington,, protesting against· duties levied on foreign vegetable 
oils•· etc:·; also _petitions: ofi Merchants and, Manufacturers1 As
sociation and1 Doyle &, K'"eyser) Baltitnore~ protesting- against 
proposed duty-- on,linens ;·also petition of Hendler Creamery Co., 
Baltimore; protesting-aga:inst1 proposed tariff on' salti; also peti• 
tion of• Baugh & Sons Co., Baltimore, pli'otesting against pro,, 
posed· tariff ' on · potash; etc .. ; also letters . protesting against · in~ 
sufficient tariff on· cannoo g9ods--; to the• Committee on Way& 
and Means. 

5745; Also, petition•of James H: Jones, Baltimore,. Md,, fa.von
ing~ passage . of ' Bursum and Morgan bills_, for be:nefit of1 CiVil 
War· veterans; to ·the Committee •ominvalid Pensions:. 

5746. Also, petition ·ofiCharles .F. Namuth, Baltimore, favoring 
increase- of retirement• amount--to each individual.; to-. tlie--Com-. 
mittee• on Reform in the Civil: Service: 

5747. Also; petition ' of North ! Carolina Pine Box &! Shook 
Manufacturing Go:, Baltimore, protesting against - transf-eF of 
United States Forest Service from Department -of- Agrioultnm 
to Department of• Interior; ta the- Committee- on Agriculture . . 

574S. Also,• petition of 0. F. Macklin, Baltimore,. favoring 
extra appropriation for training· of civilian portion1 of1 Naval 
Reserves; to the Committee on 1Appropriations. 

5749. Also, petition-of· Rev. J. Howard· Braunlein-and1 John C. 
Thomas, Baltimore; S: E. Persons, Annapolis; and •Rev. W. H. 
Settlemeyer, Middletown, Md!, appealing· fo:r proper protection 
to the Armenians; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5750. By Mr. MACGREGOR · Resolutions adopted by the Pres
bytery of Caledonia.- at· Mumford, N. Y., indorsing HausecJoint 
Resolution No. 131; relative to 1prohibiting polygamy.and poly,ga
mous marriages-in the United States, and 1 also Senate -Joint Res
olution No. 31, relative to enacting uniform laws on the subject 
of marriage and divorce~ to; the Committee on .the Judiciary. 

5751. Also, resolution aadopted by the .Presbytery of'. Caledonia 
at1 Mumford, N. Y., indorsing. House bill 9753, to secure_ Sunday 
as a day of resUn the District of Columbia; t-o the .Committee 
on the D.istrict of Columbia. 

5752. Also, resolution adopted by · the council , of the city o! 
Buffalo. indorsing the riYer and harbori bill ; to the- Committee 
on Rivers and·Rarbors. 

SENATE. 

WEDNESDAY, May 134, 1fm12. 

(Legfslative day of Thursday, Apn1 ~o. 1922.) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. · 

MESS'A-GE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the Hou.se of Representatives, by Mr. Overhue, 
its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had . passed the 
bill ( S. 2263) to amend1 the Federal reserve act approved De-
cember 23, 1913, with _ amendments, in1. which itr requested the 
concurren~ of the Senate. 

The -mes age also announced· that the • Honse. had passed ·a 
bill (H. R. 9527) to ·amend section 5136,t Revised' Statutes of the 
United , States, relating to corporate powers1of associations. so 
as to provide succession thereofJ until dissolved, and• to 1 apply 
said section as so amended to all national· banking associations, 
in which it requested the concurrence-•of the ·Sen1;1.te. . 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. LADD presented a resolution adopted' at the annual 
meeting of the Pennsylvania Branch, Women's International' 
League for P-eace-· and Freedom, at Philadelphia; Pa., favo1·ing 
the prompt declaration of La _ general amnesty · by the President 
of the United States, which· was referred· to the Committee on 
the Judiciary; 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE' presented a memorial of • sundry citizens
of Oakland, Calif., remonstrating against the enactment' of leg
islation providing for compulsory Sunday observance- in the 
District of Columbia-,, which was · referred to the Committee on 
the District· or COiumbia. ' 

He also presented resolutions · adopted by. the Santa Rosa 
Chamber of Commerce, of Santa Rosa, Calif., · protesting against 
any present change in th~ transportation1 act: of- 1920, which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstat;e commerce. 

Mr. CAPPF)R presented a resolution· adopted• by Golden Rule 
Lodge, No. 90; Ancient Free· and' Aeeept09 Masons, of 1 North 
Topeka, Kans., favoring 1the enactment of legislation creatmg a 
department of education, which was referred to the Committee 
on Eaucation and Labor. 

Mr. SHEPP ARD presented resolutions adopted by the Pres• 
b-ytel"f of Brownwood, Presbyterian Church; at Winters, Tex., 
favoring amendments to the Constitution prohibiting_• polygamyi 
and providing for uniform marriage and divorce• laws, which 
were referred to the Committee,-,on: the_.Judiciary. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the -Presbytery of 
Brownwood, Presbyterian Church-,. at Winters, Tex., favoring 
the. enactment-of.legislation providiilg:· for Sunday observance in 
the District of Columbia; whicli was referred· to · th& Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NEWEEJRRY presented· resolutions adopted by , the Pres
bytery of Grand Rapids, Presbyterian: Church, at Grandi Rapids, 
Mich~, favo-ring_ amendments · to• the Co:nstitution prohibiting 
polygamy-and providing-for-uniform nutrriage andidivorce laws, 
which were referred to the Committee-:.on the Judiciary. 

He• also· presented· a: resolution adopted ' by the• Presbytery of 
Grand Rapids, PtesbyterUm CJ:turch, a Grand Rapids1 Michi, 
favoring the enactment of legislation providing·for Sunday ob· 
sertVance•in .the District of Columbia. which was refer-red to the 
Committee on the District of-·Columbia. 

REPORTS OF THE COMMITTEK.ON N:A.V.A.L .AFFAIRS. 

Mr:. NEWBERRY. from· the Committee · on Naval Affairs, to 
which were referred the following - bills, reported. them ench 
without · amendment'-'and1 submitted reports thereon: 

H. Th 3754 • .An act for the relie.fi of Rear Admiral Livingston 
Hunt, Supply ·Cor-pSj . United States1Navy, (Rept: No 722J ; . and 

H. R. 3508; An act for: the relief• of Rea~ Admiral .T. S. Car
penter, Supply. Corps. United States: Navy (:(lept. No. 723). 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on . Enrolled Bills-, 
reported that they presented to the. President of the Uhited 
States the following enrolled bills: 

On May 20; 1922 : 
S: 1162. An act declaring· Lake George,. Yazoo. County, Miss-.• 

to be ·a •nonnavigable ·stream·; and s 
On May 22, 1922 : . 
S. 2919. An act to extend for the period•of two years ·the pro

visions of ·Title II of the • food control and the District· of Co
lumbia rents act, approved Octob~r 22, 1919;. aa: amended. 

BILLS- INTRODUCED. 

Bill& were introduced, read the. first , time, and, by ·tinanimous 
consent, the second . time, _ and referred as- follows : 

By· l\Ir-: W.ALSH of Montana: 
A bill (S. 3640) for the relief of the estate of James W. Mar· 

dis~ to the a Committee on_•Clai.tns. 
By Mr. FLETCHER: . 
A bill ( S. 3641) to grant . and confirm to the State of Florida 

title in and to sections 16 within the exterior limits of the area 
patented to the State • of Flo.rids: April 23, 1903, and fo1· other 
purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. · 

FIRST UEUT. WILLIAM EDWARD TIDWELL. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask unanin}ous consent: that I may with• 
draw report No. 694 of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which accompanies the bill (S~ 1672) for the appointment of 
William Edward Tidwell· as first lieutenant in the United States 
Army, and substitute • another report' which-is· somewhat fuller 
than the original 

Tha: V.IGE.1 PRESIDENT. W.ithout ol:rjection" lea.ye will ha 
granted. 
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TARIFF BILL AMENDMENTS. 

1\Ir. JONES of Washington submitted. two amendme~ts ~
tended to be proposed by him to Honse bill 7456, the tariff bill, 
which were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

ST. LAWRENCE RIVER U.IPR-OVEMENT. 

1\Ir MOSES submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 24), which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved 011 the Senate (the Hou,se of Rep1·esentatices conct1rrittg), 
That there shall be printed u,000 additional copies of Senate D~cu
ment No. 179, l::lixty-seventh Congress, entitled: " R~port of the Uruted 
States and Canadian Government engineers on the .m~provem0!1t of the 
St. Lawrence River from Montreal to Lake Ontario, of which 3,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate Document Room, and 2,000 
copies for the House Document Room. 

AMENDMENT OF FEDERAL RESERVE ACT. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask tl1e Chair to lay before the Senate the 
amendments of the Houi::e to Senate bill 2263. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2263) to 
amend the Federal reserve act approved December 23, 1913, 
which were, on page 2, lines 2 and 3, to strike out " industri~, 
commercial interests " and to insert " industrial and commercial 
interests"; on page' 4, line 18, to strike out "30 days after," 
and to insert " with " ; on page 4, line 19, strike out " convenes " ; 
on page 5, line 11, after "follows," to i;nake a ne~ paragraph 
and to insert " Sec. 324 " ; on page 5, hne 20, to insert quota
tion marks before the word " no " ; and on page 6, line 2, to 
insert quotation marks after the word "construction." 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand that the amendments which 
the House made to the bill relate more to form than to sub
stance, and that none of them materially change the bill as 
passed by the Senate. 

Ur. KELLOGG. That is quite true, except that a House 
amendment provides that the commission of the Federal Reserve 
Board shall expire "-ith the next session of Congress instead of 
30 days after. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. The Senator does not regar<l that as a 
material changer . 

Mr. KELLOGG. No; I do not. It does not affect the merits 
or change the substance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments of the House. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
THE T.AlUTI!'. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re urned the con
. ideration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide re-venue, to regu
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus
tries of the United States, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next 
amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

l\lr NICHOLSON. Mr. President, I desire to call up my 
amendments to paragraph 213a, where I propose that a specific 
duty shall be imposed on amorphous graphite instead of the ad 
valorem duty proposed by the Finance Committee. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is satisfactory to retmn to that para-
graph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is the suggestion? 
Mr. McCillIBER. To take up paragraph 213a. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the pro

posed amendment of the committee. 
The READING CLERK. On page 37, after line 8, the commit

tee proposes to insert a new paragraph, as follows : 
PAR. 213a. Graphite or plumbago, crude or refined: Amorphous, 10 

per cent ad valorem; crys talline lump, chip, or dust, 20. per !!ent ad 
valorem · crystalline flake, 2 cents per pound. As used m this para
graph the term " crystalline flake " means graphite or plumbago which 
occurs disseminated as a relatively thin flake throughout its containing 
rock. decomposed or not, and which may be or has been separated 
therefrom by ordinary crushing, pulverizing, screening, or mechanical 
concentration process, such tlake being made up of a number of par
allel lamime, -Which may be separated by mechanical means. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have not anything to 
say on the paragraph, but I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Ball Ernst 
Bora b Fletcher 
Brandegee France 
Brous. a rd Frelinghuysen 
Bur um Glass 
Calder Gooding 
Capper Hale 
Caraway Harreld 
Culber on Harris 
CUrtis Harrison 
Dial Heflin 
Edge Johnson 

Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Ladd 

~i~&mber 
McKinley 
McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
My ere 

Nelson 
l'\ewberry 
Nicholson 
Oddie 
Page 
Pepper 
Phipps 
Poindexter 
Ransdell 
Rawson 
Robinson 
Sheppard 

Shortridge Sterling W11.dsworth Williams 
Simmons Sutherland Walsh, Mass. 
Smith Swanson Walsh, Mont. 
Smoot Underwood Watson, Ga. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-one Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. HARRISON obtained the floor. 
Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mis

sissippi yield to me? 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. !\fr. President, will the Senator from 

Arkansas yield 'l I thought I had the floor. I had recognition 
from the Presiding Officer before the roll was called. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that the 
Senator from Colorado had yielded the floor. 

Mr. CARA WAY. I shall not hold the floor very long. 
l\Ir. NICHOLSON. How long does the Senator wish to hold 

the floor? 
Mr. CARAWAY. I do not know, but not a great while. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. If the Senator will kindly let me proceed, 

after I finish I shall be glad to yield the floor to him. 
Mr. CARAWAY. There is a matter I desire to discuss right 

now. I would like to accommodate the Senator, bat -1 do not 
want to yield the floor at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas is en
titled to the floor, and will proceed. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL DAUGHERTY. 

Ur. CARAWAY. Mr. President, yesterday the titular Attor
ney General issued a statement. l desire to read it to the 
Senate: 

The correspondence of former President Taft and Attorney General 
Wickersham, which was again published this month, clearly sh.ows my 
connection with the Morse cases of many years ago, both civil and 
criminal. The incentive and motives inspiring this and other agitation 
will not accomplish the results hoped for by those behind the scenes. 

The various prosecutions of war fraud cases will be carried out as 
expeditiously as P,Ossible, irrespective of these and other activities aDd 
attacks which will be expected. I have faith that the people of the 
country appreciate the situation and have confidence in the Department. 
of. Justice being fair, judicious, and effective. 

The Washington Post in its headlines-and usually the Post 
knows what the administration thinks before the administra
tion thinks it-says this morning: 

Daugherty, meeting attacks, pushes war fraud cases--Replying to 
CARAWAY, he declares present activities, or others expected, will not 
halt prosecutions. 

Just for historic accuracy I want to repeat what has hereto~ 
fore been said. The resolution for investigation of.the Depart
ment of Justice came not f1·om CARAWAY, as the Post would 
imply, but from Congressman ROYAL Joi:rnsoN, of South Dakota, 
and Congressman Roy WoonRUFF, of Michigan, both Republi
cans, both former service men, both men who laid down their 
civil employment at the call to arms and bared their breasts to 
the shot and shell of the country's enemy. I can not believe, 
Mr. President, that they are actuated by any desire to shield 
men who stayed at home and robbed their Government while 
they went out prepared to shed their blood in defense of it. 

If Mr. Daugherty thinks the American people are going to be
lieve that those two former soldiers, who had offered to die for 
their flag, are now attacking him to defend grafters who would 
not fight, Mr. Daugherty really ne.ver knew the ti·ue American. 
People like Felder, with whom he associated so intimately, do 
not represent the American sentiment, never did, and never will. 

But the Attorney General is not candid, and I use that word 
to be polite. It is not what I mean, and what everybody 
knows. The Attorney General said that the letters of Mr. 
Taft and l\Ir. Wickersham "clearly disclose" his connection 
with the Morse case. They do not. They do not disclose the 
fact that Daugherty and Felder made a contract for a $25,000 
fee contingent upon their ability to get Morse out of the peni
tentiary. He knows that. 

Those letters do not disclose the fact that at the time they 
made the contract, Taft, as President, had already refused to 
grant a pardon or a commutation of sentence, and he knows 
that. 

They do not disclose the fact which Felder disclosed in his 
letter of 1917, that when they, Felder and Daugherty, were in 
conference with Morse in the penitentiary, not knowing by 
what means they would approach the administration, they told 
Morse that hls case looked hopeless, but that Taft had said 
they might call at a later date and get a different answer. They 
do not disclose that Morse then made another contract with 
them in which he agreed to pay these two gentlemen, these two 
ethical lawyers, $100,000 instead of $25,000 to accomplish the 
same result, nor that vague, uncertain promise " to make both 
of them rich." These letters of Taft and Wickersham do not 
disclose the fact, Mr. President, that in the conversation a 
" cue " was obtained-and I am using the exact language of 
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Felder-a " cue " was obtained from the appearance of Morse 
that maybe he was not in good health, and that with that idea 
in view they called in Doctor Fowler, who had been the p)ly
sician of the penitentiary in Atlanta where Morse was first . con
fined, and had him make an examination which , .. disclosed," 
according to Fowler, that Morse had" Bright's disease." 

The letters to which Daugherty refers do not disclose that 
thereupon Daugherty and Felder crune to Washington and got 
a promise in advance from Taft and Wickersham, the latter of 
whom was then the Attorney General, that if they could estab
li~h the fact that Morse's health was poor and that he was 
likely to die in confinement he would: be released. That is not 
di closed in those two letters which Daugherty says disclose his 
whole relation to the case. 

The two letters do not disclose that they went back to. At
lanta and had Morse examined by a board of physicians, which 
found that there was nothing seriously wrong with him. These 
letters do not disclose that they then had an.other board of phy
sicians appointed and got a report that Morse was in a bad fix. 
These letters from Taft and Wickersham do not disclose that 
thereupon they had Morse put in some place outside of the peni
tentiary where he could be examined, and, incidentally, where 
Fowler could see him, of course. They do not disclo.se the fact, 
which Felder himself states, that the department had after
wards acquired evidence to show that each time before this 
board of physicians should exnmine Morse that Morse was given 
some kind o.f a chemical t0; make his kidneys bleed and thereby 
·deceive the doctors. The Atto~ General knows that these 
letters do not disclose that. 

The Attorney General knows that they do not disclose the fur
ther fact that Morse had contracted with Daugherty and Felder 
in advance that be should submit to whatever course they might 
suggest; a contract the character of which I leave for every 
lawyer on the floor of the Senate and every one in this country 
to judge. No reputable lawyer would ever think of. demanding 
of his client a contract which said, "You must do everything 
that we suggest." It is significant. It suggests, at least-I will 
not say it does, but it suggests-that they were going to frame 
up some kind ot pretense on which they were to get him out, 
and in advance they made Morse sign away his right to tell 
the truth. They made him contract that he. would submit to 
conditions they suggested, and it seems they suggested that he 
had "Bright's disease." 

Daugtierty knew that; and Felder has put in writing the fact 
that it wa!i he, and not Morse, who found out that Morse had 
the " disease" that led to his commutation of sentence; that it 
was Daugherty and Felder who discovered that and it was 
Doctor Fowler who confirmed · it. Incidentally, among the very 
first acts that the Attorney General did was ta put back in his 
old ' position at the .penitentiary at Atlanta this same Doctor 
Fowler, rewarding him for the deception he had helped them 
to perpetrate upon the President, l\Ir. Taft. 

The Attorney General knows. that none of those fact were 
disclosed in the two letters to which he eall attention. These 
letters do not disclose the fact · thlrt the Attorney General told 
the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATSON] that he had 
had absolutely nothing to do with the Morse case. He lmows 
they do not· disclose those things. 

Why, then, should the Attorney General ha-ve said yesterday 
that the two letters written in 1915 disclosed his entire connec
tion with the Morse case- when he knows they· disclosed nothing 
o1 the ·significant' parts of the MOTse case at all? Oh, Mr. Presi· 
dent, just merely as an illustration and not an accusation, I 
think it was Mark Twain who once said that a " lie is such a 
precious thing that you ought never to ten it if the truth would 
answer." I am not applying • that language to the Attorney 
Generru ; it is merely a suggestion. W1ry was be not candid 
about it? 

I know he told th& Senator from Indiana that he had ·nothing 
to do with the Morse case, and thereby indllced the Senator 
from Indiana to make the statement which lie did on the floor 
of the Senate when he, the Attorney General, knew he did have 
something to do willi it. I ba:ve asked over · and over again, 
Why did be deny his connection with this unsavo:ry case'! 

Well, Mr. President, the Attorney General then, by way of 
what the affable Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosEs] 
calls "throwing up a: smoke screen," intimates ·that he is being; 
attn.eked becau e he is prosecuting war grafters. That charge 
is so foolish that I hesitate to believe the Attorney General 
made it; but I presume he did or the Washington Post would 
not 1 have asse1·ted it, hecause the Post knows absolutely; it has 
got first-hand information as to what· the administration thi.n.B::s 
or what it is goin.,. to think. If the- statement had appeared 
in some other journal. there could have- b en some doubt about 
it , b11t~ publi. hed i n tlie Post, fl know the Attorney General 
sa id it. 

The charge, l\:1r. President, against the ..:\ ttorne-r General for 
not enforcing the law, as I have said, caine from ROYAL C. 
JOHNSON and ROY 0. WOODRUFF, two Republican Members of 
Congress in the other House, both being former service men, 
both men whose character I know that no man will take the 
responsibility of questioning. Therefore, I know that when the 
Attorney General undertakes to blacken the re~utation of those 
two Members of Congress of his own party in order to shield 
himself, he stoops lower than his friends thought it possible 
even for him to go. 

Mr. President, it is a very unfortunate thing to write letters 
if the writer is going to make hurtful statement& I am going 
to read here some lettel'S. Incidentally, and incidentally only, 
they reflect upon the former Secretary of War, Mr. Baker, 
and the present Secretary of War, Mr. Weeks. I am not going 
to ·follow the exampl.e of the Senator from New Hampshire and 
say that there is politics in it. I am not. going to say one word: 
in defense of fo-.rmer Se.c-retary of Wal" Baker. If he is guilty 
of wrongdoing he will . never find me apologizing for him here 
or elsewhere. I am going to dO'~ though, what the Senator from 
New Hampshire would not do ; I am going to say in defense ot 
the present Secretar,Y of War, who is a Republican, that I . do 
not believ-e he is dishonest; I do not believe that at all; I do 
not believe he was actuated. by bad faith in anything he did, 
and it will take a great deal more eviden~e than the apparent 
circumstances to make me believe that h~ is anything but an 
honest man and a gentleman. I go that far for the present 
Secretary of War, who is a Republican, and to show that I have 
not· any-bias in the matter I shall say nothing in defense of the 
former Secretary- of War, who is a Democrat. You can make 
what you will out of it. 

Mr. President, let me go back for just a moment. These 
charges of Congressmen W OO.DRUFF and. JOHNSON came about 
through a disclosure. that former Maj. W. 0. Watts made to 
Ro.YA.L 0. JOHNSON and ROY WOODRUFF of conditions which ex
isted in the Attorney General's office. Watts was a special. ex
aminer. He made up his mind that the Attorney General was 
not going to enforce the law, and that grafters were going to 
be whitewashed and tu.med loose. After repeatedly trying to 
get the Attorney General to act, he went to the two, Republican 
Members of Congress. and in the presence of a Republican ·Sen
ator, who is now a l\Iember of this body, disclosed what facts 
he had. 

At their request and with their concurrence he made public 
this information by giving it to them and consenting that they 
should use it upon the floor. Foll' that he was discharged, Mr. 
President, by a.. letter written by Assistant Attorney GeBeral 
Holland. I will read it again into the R.Ecoim. It. is as follows: 

Mr. W. 0. WATTS, 

DEPARTllllNT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. O., A.prU !4, 192-B. 

Speaial A.gent, Deparlment of Justice-
SIR : By direction. of the Attorney General. you are dismissed from 

the service of-this department, effective immediately upon receipt of this 
' letter. 

You are remo.ved for disl-Oyalty t°' the Department of Justice, inas
much as rou knowingly and willfully violated the rules of the depart
ment, which, as you must be aware, constitutes a breach of trust. 

Upon application to the disbursing omce of this department your 
salary will be pa_i,d. up to this time. 

Respecttully, RUSH L. HOLLA.NO., 
A.s-ristant A.ttorn..ey General, 

(For the Attorney General.) 

For the enlightenment of the Senate and 1the country, I want 
to read to the Senate the manly letter which Mr. 'V-atts wrote in 
reply to the letter from the Assistant Attorney General. The 
letter is as follows : 

The- ATTORNEY GENEIU.L, 
Wa8hington, D. 0. 

718 NrNETEJ!tNTH STREET NW.., 
Wa8hingtcm, D. a., April !6, 1.S!!. 

SIR : Receipt is acknowledged o:j' letter dated April 2ti, 1922, signed 
by . Mt. Rush L. Holland, Assistant to the Attorne1 General, dismissing 
me " for dislo-yalty t() the Department of Justice.' • 

You are informed that I accept yom characterization of my discharge 
as a distinct compliment, knowing the facts and circumstances in
volved, although It is wholly · false and un;Juatilla.ble. It is particularly 
gratifying t0> me to note that you either did not feel warranted or have 
the moral courage to charge me with " disloyalty " to the Government. 
This, Mr. Attorney Ge.n~ral, you can not do. My loyalty to the Govern
ment is well founded and of lifelong standing. I have followed a.nd 
defended the flag in the Spanish-American War, the Philippine insur· 
rection, and the late World Wal" with honor a.nd distinction, and I 
have performed every duty that has ever been assigned to me in a loyal 
and faithful manner; my record for loyalty is. well known and unun· 
peachable. 

My conception of loyalty in the highest sense ls the defens~ and 
protection of the Government's interests under all circumstances and at 
all hazards. I do not recognize or subscribe to your theory of loyalty 
to corrupt an autocratic authority now so common in Government 
bureaus a.t Washington, which sub-verts the national welfare and public 
interests. 

If yon were at all informed on the departmental affairs of your 
high o1fice, you must be aware of the outstandi'.ng facts that I have 
Wi>v ... ted more than two years of loyal and fai t hful efforts to protect 



1922 .. CONGRESSIONAL REOORD-SENATE. 7525 
the interests of the Government when a combination of certain Govern
ment officials o.nd other common crooks }\ave been assaulting and Taid
ing the public Treasury on a scale so· gigantic as to be almost unbe
lievable. 

You must be aware that even -a private citizen is -required by statute 
to report to the authorities the commission of a felony which comes 
within his knowledge. A pUblic officer is further bound by oath to 
uphol d the law, and when an agency of the Gov-ernment ceases to func
tion, it is the letter and the spirit ot the law that appeal should be 
made to some authority of the United States which will be interested 
and enforce correction. The record is clear and clean cut and will 
tihow that organized i.ntere ts are looting the Government, and no man 
ean cha rge me with a breach of trust, o far as the interests of the 
people are concern£'d. "The real issue is : Shall this be a government by 
Harry M. Daugherty and Abram F. Myers, or a government "ot 'the 
people, for Ure people, and by the people••? 

Disloyalty is a loathsome word, especially when applied to one who 
has responded to the call to arms in every crisis which has confronted 
the country during the past 25 years. You have seen fit in the prose
cution of the war graft eases to deprive the Government of the services 
of men who have served their country in both peace and war and to 
surround your elf in this great work by men who sought and secured 
exemption from military service when these crimes were being com
'Dlit ted. You are entitled to share with yourself your conceptions of 
loyalty, and the people can judge whether or not the stigma. you have 
att~mpted 1!o place upon myself and my children is jnst. 

T ens of thousands of peo_ple have sojourned in Washington long 
enough to know that this country is being strangled by an invisible 
government, and the fight for righteous government has at last been 
forced in to the open. I call upon every man, woman, and child in 
America, and especially my comrades of ~ecent wars and every 100 per 
cen t America n in Congress, to join in the cry of "Down with 
Daughertyism. '' 

Re pectfully, w. o. WATTS. 

A brief word about Watts, if I may. He was born in one of 
the poorest counties in my -State, of a splendid .family. When 
be was 10 years old he went to Tennessee. When he was A -m~e 
boy, when a call to arms came, when the Spftllish-American War 
was declared, he laid aside his employment and carried a 
musket as a common soldier through the war with Spain and 
through the Philippine insurrection. He has in his possession 
what Daugherty can not take from him, an honorable discharge 
for honorable services rendered. When the war with Gt>rmany 
came he again laid aside his employment, though he is a man 
of family and no means, and again went into the service nf hls 
country and stayed with it honorably until the w.ar was over. 
When the war was over 'he was 'PUt to investigating certain 
abuses in the War'Department a.nd discovered that grafters bad 
looted the country while he and others w-ere offering tc die to 
save the country. He brought that to the attention of his Pu
periors, an.a when he was ready to make his report Col. -.A. W. 
Yates, of the Quartermaster Corps, now in the Army, .said to 
him, " Major "-he had'Teached the rank of major-".if-you will 
change your -report and make it favorable instead of adverse 
you will be commissioned a major in the Regular Establishment 
and put at the head of your class." He would have been a 
colonel now, Mr. President; and Watts, the man that Daugh
erty now attacks, the man that Daugherty kicked out of the ' 
-public service, said, "I will not do it. I fought for my cow1try, 
and I will not lie for a place to make a living undei· its ilag." 

He left the Army, Mr. President, though he had no means o! 
support, and I have the testimony not of Democrats but of 1 

Republicans that he stayed on the job as a private citizen f.or 
months and months, without one penny of compensation, urging 
that somebody should prosecute these people. He knew tliat 
the Government had been robbed; he wanted to see the -thieves 
brought to justice ; and he worked day and ·night without a cent, 
and reported to the department having to deal with the prosecu
tion of these cases. 

The Republicans wanted to investigate the War Department 
when they came into control of the Government, and a Tesolu
-tion to that effect was passed in 'the Honse, and I voted for it. 
I do not want a thief protec~ whether he is a Democrat or 
a Republican; I do not care who he is. I iwas l)el':fectly willing 
for the facts to be known, and if the facts should not -show that 
the officers of the Army had been honest or the contractors that 
had dealt with the Government had been hone!it, I .then wanted 
and I now want the ·facts to be disclosed and I want the guilty 
'Punished to the full extent of the law. 

Watts then became an investigator for the so-called Graham 
committee, a committee appointed in the House, of 10 Repub
licans and 5 Democrats, to investigate .the Wllr Department, 
these fraudulent contracts. Mr. GR.A.HAM of Illinois, a Repub
lican-who, I miderstand, is to be a:ppointed a judge to succeed 
Judg-e Landis-was made chairman. Watts reported to him 
without a bit of compensation, though Watts had been a Demo
crat. He reported to him, and gave him the information that 
he had, and worked fo.r months without pay. Finally Graham 
paid him $250 for all that he ha.d dona. 

But here is a letter that I want to reali. This Jetter beat'S 
date of April 22, 1921, and shows who Watts is. It is addressed 
to Hon. John W. Weeks, and is as:follows.: 

Hon. JOHN W. WEut:a, 
Secretary of War, Wa.shingt<m, D. a. 

APRIL 22, 1921. 

DmAR Sm~ We, the undersigned, late members of the Select Committee 
on Expenditures in the War Department, believe it will be to the best 
interest ot your department and the service if Maj. W. 0. Watts, late 
an officer in the Quartermaster Corps, be reinstated in your department. 
either in a civilian capacity or as a commissioned officer in the Quarter· 
master Corps. 

Ile, in our judgment, ts an efficient, honest, and capable man, and 
was removed from his rank entirely on account ot his objections to 
questionable transactions in the Surplus Property and Sales Division 
ot the War Department and because he did not submit to the same. 

.As some of the signers hereof have already stated to ;rou personally, 
we believe he will be ot great assistance to you in investigating matters 
which necessarily wlll come before you for investigation. 

Very truly -yours, 

Who signed that letter, Mr. President? It will be rather 
interesting to know. The first signature is that of WILLIAM J. 
GRAHAM, the chairman of the committee, a Republican from 
Illinois, a Member of Congress whom you expect to elevate to 
the bench. 

Who was the next? JAMES A. FREAR, a fearless Republican 
from Wisconsin. 

Who was the next? JoHN C. McKENZIE, a member of the 
Military A.ff.airs Committee, a Republican Member of Congress 
from Illinois, a man of high character and long service. 

Who was the next man? RoYAL C. JOHNSON, a Republican 
from South Dakota, a yonng man who voted against war be
cause he was opposed to war, but when war came he laid down 
his commission as a Membeir of Congress and went out here to 
Camp Meade as a private soldier and served through the war 
and shed his blood on the fighting front in France. He came 
home and was -reelected to Congress. 

Who was the next man that signed this letter? C. F. REAVIS, 
an able, fearless Republican Member of Congress from Ne
braska, a somewhat bitter partisan, but a fearlessly honest and 
able man. He signed it. 

Who else signed it? WALTER W. MAGEE, an able Member ot 
Congress, a Republican from the great State of New York, a 
man that the .Republican Party has been attempting to make 
governor of the State. 

Who is the next man that signed it? Osc.AB E. BLAND, a 
.Republican Member of Congr~ from ~ndiana, and one of the 
leaders on the Republican side of the House. 

Wh-0 else signed it1 ALBETIT W . .JEFFERIS, a. Republican Mem
ber of Congress from Nebraska, a man who was one of the 
appointees during the war, who helped to .shape some of the 
policies. 

Who was the next? CLARENCE MAcGBEGOR, a Member o! 
Congress from New York. 

Then it.ls signed by five Democrats; I will omit their names, 
because I am offering Republican testimony altogether, so that 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 'MOSES] can be per-
suaded. · 

Let me read you another letter, Mr. President. Incidentally, 
'let me -remark, here are -these nine Members of Congress, Re
publicans, testifying to the good character of Major Watts, 
and here is the Attorney General,. under fire, who says Watts 
i1'! trying to shield criminals. There is not a court or a jury 
anywhere in the land, if these men wer-e put against Harry 
Daugherty on 1;hat issue, who would not find a verdict against 
Daugherty without leaving the jury box, and I know it. 

Here is another letter : 
HOUSEi OF R.El"RESENTATIVJ!i.S, 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON EXPlilNDITUREB .IN THE WAR DEPARTMBNT, 
Washington, D. 0., .A.priZ U, t.n1. 

Hon. JOHN w. WEEKS, 
Seeretary of War, Washington, D. 0. 

'DEAR Sm: I am inclosing herewith a letter signed by 9 of the 10 
Republican members ot the late Select Committee on ·mxpenditures in 
the War Department. The remaining Republican member, Mr. Mc
CULLOCH, ls not in town, and henee I was unable to see him. I trust 
the letter will have your consideration, and, if possible, your early 
approval. 

As I stated to you recently, Major Watts is a veteran of both the 
Spanish-American and World Wars. I have no doubt, on inspection of 
hls record, that you will .find it a creditable one in 'both instances. He 
is a Tennessean, and a man of -very considerable capacity and ability, 

Now, look here-
He c.ould have retained .his commission in the .Army if be had been 

willing to refuse to notice matters that were going on within his juris
diction where be felt the Government was being detrauded. 

I am well aware that his appointment will not llleet wlth the approval 
of General .Rogers, Chief of the Quartermaster Corps, and of several 
other officers wlth whom he llad dealings while in the service, and who 

.feel resentful toward him. However, the fact remains that he was 
done a manifest injustice by these same officers, and w.as caused to 
suffer for doing what he considered to be his duty to the Government. 

I would be very loath to ask any action, as would be the other :mem
bers or my late committee, that would injuriously affect your depart• 
ment; .however, I believe the reinstatement of M.aior Watts, in ei.tber 
& civilian or milital,"y capacity, will be the best example 3ou ca.n gtve 
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to those in your department of your -desire to do complete justice, and 
to have every man and woman understand that their first duty is to 
defend the interest of the Government. 

Yours respectfully, W. J. GRAHAM. 
Here is another, Mr. President: 

HOUSl!l Oli' REPRESENTATIVES, UNITE-D STATES, 
Wa-shington, D. 0., June f2, 1921. 

Hon. H. M. DAUGHERTY, 
Attorney Generai of the United States, 

Department of Justice, Washitlgton, D. 0. 
MY DEAR MR. DAUGHERTY : In connection with the investigation rela

tive to war contract-s which you are initiating in your department, per
mit me to call your attention to Maj. W. 0. Watts, a former officer in 
the Quartermaster Corps, and who served with distinction in both the 
Spanish-American and World Wars. 

Major Watts bas rendered invaluable assistance to the Select ·Com
mittee on -War Expenditures, and has demonstrated to me on every oc.ca
sion his entire honesty and fealty to the Government. His informatl!>n 
is so extensive that he would be of invaluable assistance in your rn
vestigation, and would save large expenditures of time and money in 
acquiring the information that your bureau must have. I know a 
~eat deal of adverse criticism has been made against him by officers 
ID the War Department, but these criticisms have been made because 
he has opposed them in practices which were pernicious and contrary 
to the interests of the Government. I sincerely trust that you may find 
it possible to use him in some capacity. Since his discharge, on account 
of his refusing to stand for the practices in the War Department, he 
has been in Washington with his family, constantly endeavoring. to en
list the attention of the authorities to the practices that were gorng on, 
and I have no doubt, by his unsupported efforts, he bas thus far saved 
the National Treasury millions of dollars, but always without compensa
tion and employment of any kind. 

I sincerely trust that he may be employed by your investigating 
bm·eau. 

Yours very truly, W. J. GRAHAM. 
The same 1\Iember of Congress. 
Here is another letter, Mr. President. I am glad they wrote 

them. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, June 22, l!JU. 
Hon. H. M. DAUGHERTY, 

Attorney General of tlze United States, Washingtoti, D. O. 
MY DEAR MR. DAUGHERTY: I desire to invite your attention to Maj. 

W. O. Warts, formerly an officer in the quartermaster's section,_ War 
Department, during the recent war and who possesses first-hand mf.or
mation on the contracts entered into by the War Department, and which 
are now being investigated by you. . 

Major Warts's testimony before the Committee on War Expenditures, 
of which I am a member, greatly assisted the committee ;n !Daking the 
findings which are now in your hands. His fidelity to prrnCJple was at 
alJ times manifest, and his dismissal from the War Dep3:rtm.ent fol
lowed his activities in bringing the facts to light. .Alter his d1schar:ge 
he continued to interest himself in the various contracts, and, despite 
rebuffs, endeavored without ceasing to interest high officials in safe
guarding the Nation's rights under the agreements. 

That bis contentions have a basis in fact can not be disputed in 
view of the recent action of your department in canceling the so-called 
"harness contracts." This is one of the agreements to which Major 
Watts entered !orcetu1 objections, and his knowledge of the f:icts would 
be of immense value to you in the investigations of the entire matter. 
His discharge from the War Department is a credit to him, and demon
strates that be possessed and was anxious to divulge information which 
would bring certain individuals to justice. 

I respectfully urge that you place Major Watts on the rolls in your 
department, and avail yourself o! his valued aid. 

Yours very truly, 
ALBERT W. JEFFERIS, Menibe1· of Congress. 

Mr. JEFFERIS is a Member of Congress from Nebraska, and a 
Republican. That is not all, M..r. President. Here is a very 
interesting letter, indeed. Here is one from the Department of 
Justice, dated Washington, D. C., June 27, 1921. It is a memo
randum for Colonel Goff, the great prosecutor, and reads: 

In response to your inquiry as to the status of former Maj. W. 0. 
Watts I have to report the following: 

Major Watts's assistance to the Department of Justice began in 
January of this year. The department had at that time been investi
gating the contract with the United States Harness Co., and it was 
1earned that former Major Watts (and former Capt. George C. Bos
son)-

By the way, he has been discharged also--
bad recently testified bP.fore the Graham committee relative to the 
contract in question. On request from me Major Watts (and also 
Captain Bosson) promptly responded. Major Watts had an intimate 
knowledge of the conditions at the War Department as to personnel..i 
methods, etc., and with a view to using him as a witness in the case i 
made free use of information which he brought. 

Listen to this : 
Major Watts has been most useful to the department and you will 

recall that I endeavored, with your approval, to get Mr. Secretary 
Wees in April, to reinstate both Major Watts and Captain Bosson in 

· the war Department in order to secure the help there of which the 
Department of Justice was then sorely 1n need. You will probably re
call that they were both appointed by Mr. Weeks, but the strong oppo
sition to Major Watts caused Mr. Weeks-I feel because he did not 
fully understand all the circumstances-to revoke Major Watts's ap
pointment 15 minutes after be had made it. 

Major Watts's great interest in the case has caused him to continue 
to bring to the department much information which came to him from 
former associates. As a matter of fact, I believe that no day has passed 
since January that Major Watts has not called at the department, and 
the information which he bas brought has been invaluable. 

You will recall that I suggested to you, in view of the great help 
which Major Watts would be ab!e to render in assisting in the prepa
ration of the papers and securing further evidence for the criminal 
trial in the harness case--and several other cases which I believe 
will end in criminal prosecutions and recovery of money-that I hoped 

you would be able to appoint him as a special agent as soon as the 
contract with the harness company was canceled. The department 
could have used his full services to great advantage before this but, 
in view of the strong opposition at the War Department to him it 
seemed wise to defer bis appointment until certain parties at 'the 
War Department could not ~se such appointment to prejudice our case. 
While I have not all the evidence to establish the fact definitely there 
is no particle of doubt in my mind but that Major Watts was dis
charged from the Army because he reported dishonest methods and 
his presence was unwelcome to some of the parties involved in the 
harness case, through whose influence bis discharge was brought 
about. Major Watts can not be too highly commended for bis un
tiring efforts to see that the right prevailed, and this when he was 
without income and bas been compelled to go into debt for his actual 
living expenses for months past. 

This -memorandum seems unnecessarily long yet I feel that you wish 
to know the various circumstances, particulariy as to the past services 
rendered and to Major Warts's present needs, when you fix the amount 
of his compen ation. 

CHAS. B. BREWER, 
Special Assistant to the Attorney General. 

The .Attorney General now is rather hard put to it, when, in 
order to shield himself from the righteous indignation of the 
.American people, he in an interview says that Majo:: Watts 
is trying to shield criminals. The man who would make that 
charge, in the face of what the Attorney General knows the 
facts to be, can not and will not retain the confidence of any 
honest, intelligent .American citizen anywhere, whatever his 
political affiliations may be. 

Daugherty is content to blacken Watts's reputation because 
Watts would not acquiesce in the Attorney General white
washing criminals who had robbed the Government. Watts 
was discharged by the Attorney General, as he was discharged 
by what these Republicans themselves say were corrupt inter
ests in the 'Var Department, for exactly the same reason
because be would not condone crime. They drove him out of 
the Army for being honest. They drove him out of the Attorney 
Genera.l's office because he would not sell his soul; and now the 
Attorney General, to defend himself, attacks Watts's reputa
tion. We love some men for the enemies they make. 

The Attorney General has attacked Captain Scaife, who was 
also a soldier, and is an honest officer. It is true that the Sen
ator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] and myself were led into an 
error. I thought that Captain Scaife had been discharged, but 
that is not the fact. Captain Scaife says in a letter to me-
and the records show it-that he tried and tried and tried to 
get the Attorney General to prosecute certain criminals and to 
recover millions of dollars out of which the Government had 
been defrauded. When the Attorney General would not act, 
although the Attorney General knew the facts, because Scaife 
talked to him about it, Scaife resigned from the department, 
refusing to be a party to the conditions there existing. If that 
is to his discredit, I wish we had more who were willing to be 
discredited that way. 

These men are attacked by the Attorney General in this in
terview, which he gave out yesterday; they are accused of try
ing to throw up what the Senator from New Hampshire calls 
a " smoke screen " to cover criminals. 

These facts were put in the RECORD, except these letters, by 
these two Republican Members of Congress. A Republican 
Senator who knew about the facts considered that they should 
be so used. So this disposes of that part of the Attorney Gen
eral's plea that he is being persecuted to shield grafters. I 
know that nobody believes-I know that the .Attorney General 
does not believe-these two Members of Congress of his own 
party and these two soldiers were trying to shield grafters. 
They had exposed themselves, however, to attack in order to 
uncover grafters. 

There is a letter in the RECORD which never has been an
swered by the Attorney General. It has been in the RECORD 
two months now. It charges that as soon as JOHNSON and 
WooDRUFF, the two Members of Congress, made these charges 
against the .Attorney General, he at once put Secret Service 
agents on their• trail to try to frame them up. .Among the e 
agents is a negro, who is his chauffeur, but whom be has on 
his pay roll as an investigator. He put this negro to trailing 
these two Congressmen, and had their mail searched, accord
ing to that statement. In this open letter the Attorney General 
was asked if he would deny it, and he never has. 

If the Attorney General wants to be vindicated, to get the 
kind of vindication to which he is entitled, I will furnish him 
a witness who will testify that he has had Secret Service men 
trailing Members of the Senate; spying upon Members of the 
House and Members of the Senate. If you gentlemen who de
sire to defend the Attorney General want to submit to that 
condition, it is up to you to do so. I do not intend to reveal 
the name of this witness, because she has a place of employ
ment in the Goverriment, until the Attorney General wants an 
investigation, and you Republicans are willing to have it. 
Whenever he does, and you are willing, I will furnish a witneSJt 
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who wiU e·tabUsb tl\e faets, if things may be'·establishecI ' by 
buman testimony. 

I . can. submit! to this condition:· But I ohjeet .. rather- seri'ously 
to his putting a negro on our trail. I would. rather be. trailed 
by a white man. I think, however; a negro is a very worthy 
representative of the man who- put him on . the trail of white 
Members of Congress. 

That is not all. Tl1ec Attorney General said in this inter .. 
view which he- ga,ve out yesterday that the country would not 
lose confidence in the Department of J'ustice. Let me read it! 

Tbe various prosecutions of wax fraud cases will be carried out a.s 
expeditiously aR possible, irrespective of tlieoo an·d other actinties and 
attacks which will be e!!fJ)ect:ed! I have faith' that the people of the 
countrv appreciate the sitnaA:ion and have confidence in the Depart
ment of Justice being fair, judfoious, and etiective. 

I .. et us see how much the Attorney General's faith in the 
American people ought to be justified. Here is a letter which 
went into tli.e RECORD, . being put . in the RECOBD by Republican. 
:Membe·s of Congress and thereby vouched for, written by a 
former Army officer, a... man whom the Attorney General had 
appointed to· office, but who would not stand for the frightful 
conditions in that office, and resigned.rather. than to do it. He 
makes this charge, and the Attorney. General never has cenied 
itr though it has been. a matter of public print since the 15th 
day of May, and. this is the 24th. day of :May. I want to read 
this letter again, which. lms been in the REcoRn, because I want 
the Senate to get its significance. It bears date May 5, 1.9221 

and is addressed to Hon. Roy 0. WOODRUFF, House of Repre
sentatives, Washington, D. C. Roy Wooo.&UFF is a Republican 
l\fernber of Congress. It reads: 

i\fy DEAB MR. WOODRUFF: B~fore bringing to your attention my 
memorandum to Col. Guy D. Goff, Acting Attorney General, dated 
March 18. 1922, and i~orporated in your speech• to Congress- on· April 
11, I desired• to be sure that · Hon. H. M. Daugherty; the Attorney Gen'
era I. was personally acquainted with. and fully informed as to all mat
ter, involved in· the situation at th!'! Department of Justice, in order 
tha t be might act in the premises if be desired to do so. 

I was informed• that Cok T. B,. Felder~ 
I ha.ve heard that name before--

wa a very close personal friend of l\h:. Daugherty~ and I was brought 
in contact with. Colonel. Felde.r and explained the situation to him and 
requested him to call the attention of the Attorney General to. the 
report~ that I bad' flied . and to inform him that unless he acted I would 
pm·;iue the course indicated il1 the nremo1•andum· referred to. 

That is, ma:lre it public. I would like to pause- here long 
enough to say- that the writer of this is a reputable lawyer, a 
citizen- o:f South Carolina; who· the Senator from ~outh Caro
lina [l\fr. DIAD] says is a man' of unimpeachable integrity and 
high char.n.cter. He was working for the G-Overnment under 
the appointment of the Attorney- General. He had made in
vestigation and wantM to report to the Attorney General, but 
be could not see- the Attorney General. He had to hun1; up a 
mall' whose reputation is that of being a notorious lobbyist, and 
get to the Attorney General through Thomas B. Felder, instead 
of going. to his chief himself. He could not reach the Attorney 
General, but had to reach him through Mr. Felder, the lobbyist, 
the man whose picture has been pa.inted in this RECORD until 
everybody will remembet Felder·; the man who wm1ted me to 
wai\e my p£>rsonal immunit~ so that my death might be has
teued. After I had done so, he never has said a word to me. 
Ile has disappointed the people who are to be' the berreficiaries 
of my life-insurance p'Olieies, because they expected to collect; 
but Feldf'r has not shown up yet. He- went to Felder and 
F.elcter got .access immediately t<r the Attorney General. Honest 
ppople could not. 

He sa:id: 
The next da:v-
Tha t shows• that Felder could get immediate action-
The next day I was calletl to the~ office of the Attorn~y General and 

he stated to me that he had my reports before him, and I then ascer
tained that he had been per onally acquainted with the- situation. 

The Attorney General stated to me that he would· call me into con
ference on the following Tuesday, but I heard nothing further from 
him, and after waiting) a: suffich~nt time to give him every- opportunity 
to act, I formally transmitted the matter to you, as is now well known. 
I might add that I had never known Colonel Felder before meeting him 
on this occasion and for the purpose stated, and subsequent thereto 
hnn! only seen him casually unt11 last night. 

Yesterday I. had a message from Colonel Relder to meet him in his 
room at the Shoreham Ilotel, which I did last night, and in the presence 
of u witness I engaged with him in an extended discussion of condi
tion& in the Department· of Justice, of. which I had complained. I . 
sta t ed to him that I bad no animus. against the Attorney General. but 
that I felt most bitter against the conditions which he was permitting 
iu the Depnrtruent of Justice. During the coul'SEr of the conversation 
Colonel Felder stated that he had been retained as counsel for the 
Ilo&ch Magneto Co.-

That is, tbe old German owners-
nnd that he desired to associate me' with him in the case. lte told me 
that he had been with the Attorney· General during.· the afternoon• and 
hn<l gone into the matter with him. fully and that the Attorney General 
wnuted bim to sf'e me. He stated that the Attorney General had agreed 
to 1:o'lperat e with· us and that he bad ' also talk'ed •with Col. Guy D. 

Goff! for an hou't · and ' a baJr-durtng th'e afterl1oon· and that· everythitrg 
had' been arranged fbr ·mJ to· proceed' .. 

Bef--ore leaving his room in ~ Shoreham Hotel C'olone-1. Felder stated 
that· he was going to spen·d the night with tlie Attorney General · at 
thei Wal'dn1an Pal'k Hotel and that· they w-0uld' talk abone the matter 
until: 3 o'clock that night. Each time Colonel Felder broach'ed. the· suli
ject ol my employment I shifted the subject an<l when we parted. he 
asked me to do nothillg in my fig.ht until he could see· me next day. 
When we parted · Colonel Felder· took a: taxl fo'.l' tbe Wardman Park 
Hotel and· asked- me to- joilr him. that far out on my way) home,. but I 
declined. This morning I received a. letter from Colonel Felder notify
ing me that I had been retained in the Bosch Magneto case, a copy of 
whkh is hereto attached. 

While• I think it is eminently J;lt'oper that a suit should be brought: to 
set aside the Bosch.. Magneto sale, and- while under ordinary ci.ccumr 
stances I would have had no hesitation · in. being employed irr the case 
whew Colon.el. Felder disclosed the fact that h'e had come to me from 
the Attorney General and with the arrangements that had be-en: sug
g~sted, the imprepriety of the proposal I consider reprehensible, aml I 
desire that you be acquainted with the facts. 

In order' thllt there ma~ be\no m.isconceptioii of 'my trne position and 
intentions in the· matter in ca.se I am· further approached, I am reducing 
the foregoing statement to writing and will have this letter duly 
witnessed. 

Veey truly your~ H. L. SCAIFJI. 

SHOREHAM HOTEL, 
W'asl!ingto1l. 

DEAR CAPTAIN' SCAIFE: Am obligM.' to- return to New York to-night. 
Sorry I dld not see you befo.re- my depaTtmie. I expect to return- on 
Monday 011 'I!uesday next, when I will complet ow: tentatiy_e arrange
ments. You may consider yourself retained in the Bosch M1gneto case. 
We will diBcuss the deta1Is· on my return .. 

Very- truly yours, TiIOS. B. FELD11:R. 

The letter bears date of·May ff, 1922. 
Now, Mi'. President, I do not say what the facts are. Here 

iS' a man by the name of Seaife, a ft'.>rmer captain and for 
whom the Senator from South Carolin-a [Mr. DIAL] vouches· as 
a man of most unimpeachable integrity. He says Felder came 
to him with the statement that he came at the request of the 
Attorney General ; that the Attorney General and Felder ha:d 
made up an· agreement touehing this· matter about which an 
investigation is presumed now to be going on; that they had 
reached an understanding, the Attorney· General representing 
the Government and Mr: Felder representing the other party 
hostile in interest. But the Attorney General, knowing that 
Mr. Scaife was the man who had the information, made one of 
the conditions of the settlement-that is what the language iJn! 
plies-that Felder would get in toucJ:I with Scaife and employ\ 
him. 

Now, the Attorney General has not denied the statements 
contained in that letter. I da not kn<>W what answer the At
torney General could- make unless to answer as he did yester
day, that " somebody is trying to keep him from doing· his 
duty." But no one would believe him if he thus answered. 

I say, Mr. Presiaent, if that letter goes unanswered it stamps 
With corrnptien the administration of the Attorney General's 
office that he can not escape. He has not answered yet. The 
letter, placed there by a Republican :Member of Congress, ha:s 
been in the RECORD now for more than two weeks. The Attor
ney General's attention has been called to it; but he has never 
dared to say that he did not have this corrnpt understanding 
with Thomas B. Felder, or' that he did not send Felder to em .. 
ploy Captain Scaife. He owes it to himself, if he ha.s any self
respect, to ten what the facts are. He owes it to the President 
of these United States, who named him as the head of the 
Department of Justice, to clear up that incident. The Attorney 
General can not' answer it by attacking Major Watts or Captain 
Scaife or Congressman JOHNSON or Congressman WooDR1JFF 
or me. 

I am not trying to th'rUst myself into the forefront of this 
picture, although the Post this morning says L am the one 
answered. I presume the Post knows; but from a mere read
ing of the Attorney General's interview no one could tell 
whom he meant. Perhaps the Post was told confidentially by 
the Attorney General that he was speaking of" me. If so, I say 
now, and I defy the Attorney General to refute it, that I have 
not· talked with a single man, woman, or child who is or was 
interested in protecting a man, woman, or c-hild from prosec 
tion in war-graft cases or any other. I am not1 interested, never 
have been, and never will be interested in the defense of any 
man who corruptly defrauded his' Government. I would not 
accept employment as his attorney; I would not do anything in 
ti.is behalf. I am not interested; I never have been interested; 
r never have talked with a man, woman, or child who is inter
ested in such a defense. Nobody so interested has inspired me 
to' speak' in this· case. The Attorney General has his " nigger " 
chauffeur that he puts tO' spy us out. Let him take my state· 
ment and verify it. I defy him to do it. 

If the AttOTney General will ask for an investigation, I will 
belp.• liini get it, if he wants me to do so. He is also welcome to 
every . letter that has come to my office in this matter. He · is 
w-eleome to everything in my files. He· may" have· everything 
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I have that is connected with this case, and I now defy him to 
ask the House to pass this resolution of investigation. If he does 
not, and does not clear up the incident mentioned in the Scaife 
letter, be stands convicted before the American people a.s a man 
who has entered into a corrupt. agreement touching a matter in 
which the Government has a vital interest, and he is the 
Attorney General of the United States. If his party will not 
let him be investigated, with his party must rest the re
sponsibility. 

In this interview given out last night the Attorney General 
asserts that those behind this criticism of him are actuated by 
a desire to shield war grafters. If he included me in that 
charge he uttered a malicious falsehood. I defy him to bring 
his proof. He will not do it. 

Everyone knows how I came into this case. It is not worth 
while possibly to relate it again. But in the interest of hon
est history, although the record is clear, I am going to state it 
again. 

I was criticizing the President of the United States for re
fusing to see a lot of little children who had come a thousand 
miles to beg for mercy for their .fathers. The President ha<l 
that day seen . two variety actrE"Sses, the tallest man in the 
world, and the shortest man ; he ha<l seen every kind and 
variety of man; he was at that time setting out to play a game 
of golf with his close friend, and everybody knows who he is. 
He would not see the children. I incidentally said that I pre
sumed if these children bad had money, instead of merely hope, 
so they could have employed an influential pardon attorney, a 
the present Attorney General was before he was appointed as 
Attorney General, and could have paid him $25,000, they would 
have been able to see the President. 

The Senator from Indiana [l\lr. WATSON] thereupon rose, 
and with some heat said that the Attorney General had had 
nothing to do with getting Morse's pardon. I · aske<l him how 
he knew, and he said the Attorney General had told bim so. 
The colloquy went on until the Senator from Indiana-and 
I have great respect for him and believe he tol(l the truth
said the Attorney Gen.era! had told him he bad nothing to do 
with getting the pardon and absolutely never had anything 
to do with it at all. It was embarrassing. I then looked up 
the old newspaper files. I found that the Attorney General had 
given out an interview in which he said that he had secured 
this pardon. The controversy fiarred up from time to time 
when someone stirred it until finally the Senator from New 
York [Mr. WADSWORTH]. in bis anxiety to vin<licate the very 
"worthy" attorney from New York, Mr. Felder, put in the 
RECORD a letter from Felder. I then read into the RECORD a 
photostatic copy of Daugherty's contract to free Morse and 
another letter from Felder which shoYred how they freed 
him. If they did not practice fraud on the Government, after 
they learned that it had been done they condoned the fraud 
by appearing in the defense of l\.forse to keep the Attorney 
General from asking the President to revoke the pardon. That 
is the history of the case, so far as I am concerned. The Attor
ney General now says this attack is a smoke screen to deter 
him from doing his duty. 

I repeat that when the charges were made by WooDRUFF and 
JOHNSON in the House, based upon information given them 
by l\fajor Watts and Captain Scaife, the Attorney General was 
not doing anything. If any persons were interested in the de
fense of war grafters, they could not have been made happier 
than by this inaction of the Attorney GeneraL He was doing 
nothing. The statute of limitation was nmning. This action 
stirred him up. He may take action now. 'He wanted $500,000 
to investigate the charges, and I want him to have it. I do 
not know what use he will make of it. I do not know whether 
lrn will give it to his " nigger " chauffeur or not. He wanted a 
special grand jury. I wanted him to have it; so did ROYAL 
JOHNSON and RoY WOODRUFF, both of them voting for his 
propositions in the House. But the Attorney General now 
insults the intelligence of the American people by saying that 
tbese brave soldiers and Congressmen are actuated by a desire 
to keep him from prosecuting the war grafters. That defense 
will not be accepted by anyone except the feeble-minded. 

THE TAJUFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide revenue, to regu
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus
tries of the United States, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pend
ing amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. In the amendment of the com
mittee, in paragraph 213a, on page 37, line 10, after the word 
"Amorphous," the Senator from Colorado [Mr. NICHOLSON) 

moves to strike out " 10 per cent ad valorem " and to insert 
" 1 cent per pound," so as to read : 

Graphite or plumbago, crude or refined : Amorphous, 1 cent per pound. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado to the amend
ment reported by the committee. , 

:Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, the amendment proposed 
by me to the graphite sched_ule in paragraph 213a of the bill 
as reported by the Finance Committee providing for the specific 
rates of 1 cent per pound duty on amorphous graphite, 3 cents 
per pound on lump, chip, and dust graphite, and 5 cents per 
pound on flake graphite is offered because: 

First. There are practically unlimited reserves of graphite 
ore in the United States to meet the requirements of the country 
under any circumstances. 

Second. The American graphite is equal in quality to any 
foreign grnphite for any purpose, and superior to all foreign 
graphites for some purposes. 

Third. The American graphite mines have greatly reduced 
production. and but few of them are now in operation. 

Fourth. The rates asked will not increase the cost of graphite 
product to the consumer in the United States. 

Fifth. The manufacturers of graphite products are receiving 
a great deal more than compensatory protection under para
graph 216 of the bill, and they can have no consistent compla•int 
to make. 

SL~th. It is estimated that there are over $10,000,000 invested 
in graphite mine~ and mills in the United States, which will 
be practically entirely lost unles adequate protection is given 
the industry. 

Seventh. Graphite is a very important and necessary article 
of commerce in peace times and an absolute essential in time 
of war, and therefore the industry should not be allowed 
to die. · 

1\fr. President, graphite ore is found in 24 State of the 
Union and also in Alaska. Considerable mining and develop
ment have occurred in 12 different States, with some develop
ment in the other States and in Alaska. In United States 
Geological Survey Bulletin 666-L on graphite, Mr. Henry G. 
Ferguson, of the survey, says, "It will be seen that the United 
States possesses a considerable reserve of crystalline graphite, 
for the most part suitable for crucible manufacture." The 
fact that ' e have ample reserves of g1·aphite has never been 
disputed by anyone and is conceded by all concerned. 

The manufacturers of crucibles and other graphite products 
who wish to continue their imports free and to maintain 
their present position by means of the most degraded and ill
treated lnbor on earth have persisted in the exploded argu
ment tlrnt American graphite is inferior to foreign graphite 
and will not do tl:e work. All importers seem to use this same 
threadbare argument in connection with whatever material 
they · are particularly interested in, claiming that all American 
raw products are inferior and not to be compared with foreign 
raw products. Their argument is absurd, unfair, and un
patriotic and can be readily disproved in practically every 
instance by anyone with a knowledge of the facts. When con
fronted with the facts in the case of American graphite the 
manufacturers of graphite products have the temerity to dis
pute them in the most brazen manner, and they practically 
argue that facts are not facts at all unless they favor their 
selfish argument. 

With regard to American amorphous graphite, of which 
there are large deposits in Colorado and several other Western 
and Southern States, the manufacturers of amorphous graphite 
products have been reluctantly compelled to admit that the 
physical properties and the chemical analysis of this material 
are identical with the physical properties and chemical analy
sis of the foreign amorphous. Every man who can reason 
knows that when this is the case there can be no difference 
between the two materials. But these manufacturers still 
cry that the foreign material is " different," although they cau 
not show and have not shown wherein the foreign material 
is "different," nor why. There are two firms in the United , 
States which admittedly own and operate amorphous graphite 
mines in Mexico, where they went, of course, to get an advan
tage over the American miner by way of the cheap labor to 
be had there, and it is the e two foreign investors who are 
most strenuously objecting to the American miner receiving 
enough protection on amorphous graphite to put him on some
thing like an equal footing with the Mexican. These foreign 
investors demand that, in addition to the advantage they gain 
through the cheap labor of Mexico, they also be given the 
advantage of free imports from that country, regardless of 
what happens to our American mines, our AmP.rican invest-
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meut ·, and our American labor. Theil" position is absolutely 
untenable. 

\\itll regard to American crystalline graphite, the opposition 
to adequate protection on that grade of material comes from the 
crucible makers, or, at least, froin all the crucible makers but 
one. These importing crucible makers also run true to form 
and argue thnt American crystalline graphite is no good and 
will not do the work, at least so far as crucible making is con
cerned. They do admit, howe·rnr, that for certain other -pur
poses, notably for lubrication, the American crystalline flake 

. graphite is tl1e best in the world, but most of them do not make 
lubricants. Some of the crucible makers have investments in 

· foreign graphite fields, although this was denied in testimony 
giyen before the Finance Committee. In McRae's Blue Book 
for 1921, on page 697, however, the advertisement of the very· 
crucible maker who made the denial clearly indicates that he, 
at least, bas such an investment. 

There is, however, one American crucible-making company in 
Buffalo, N. Y.-tlle Electro-Refractories Corporation-which is 
making and selling a graphite crucible and using no graphite in 
the mixture except American flake. This company has abso
lutely demonstrated the superiority of American flake graphite 
for crucible use and their crucibles are standing an average of 
85 heats to the crucible as against an average of 26 to 30 heats, 
which is the most the crucible made from the best foreign 
graphite will do. Because of the much longer life of the Amer
ican graphite crucible the price to the consumer is less than 
half the price of the foreign graphite crucible, even adding 

. to the cost the full duty asked in my proposed amendment. It 
is significant that this Buffalo company-to which the old-line 
crucible makers do not care to refer-which is the only crucible
making concern in the United States using all-American graphite 
in its crucibles, is also the only one not opposing protection to 
the graphite producers. . · 

· During the war, when foreign graphite was not easily obtain
able, the Jonathan Bartley Crucible Co., of Trenton, N. J., made 
a crucible of American graphite and American clay and ad
vertised it and sold it to the American consumer as the best 
crucible ever made. 

1\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. l\Ir. President, would the Senator 
object to stating again the name of the New Jersey company to 
which he has referred? 

l\Ir. NICHOLSON. The name to which the Senator from 
New Jersey has reference is the Jonathan Bartley Crucible Co., 
of Trentont N. J. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. They represented this crucible as " a 

triumph of American skill, perseverance, methods, and mate-
rials over foreign materials." . 

Mr. Guthrie, recently the practical head of the crucible
making department of tlle Crucible Steel 80. of America, made 
the open statement a number of times to a number of reputable 
men, at a time when there was no discussion of a tariff on 
graphite, that American flake graphite would make a perfectly 
satisfactory crucible, and that he himself had demonstrated 
that fact. Mr. Guthrie repeated this statement in his testimony 
before the Committee on Mines and Mining, United States Sen
ate, Sixty-fifth Congress, H. R. 11259, page 284. 

In 1917 a test was made by Mr. F. P. Aschman, professor of 
chemistry in the University of Pittsburgh, of a crucible devel
oped by the Lava Crucible Co., which test was witnessed by a 
number of brass and steel manufacturers of the Pittsburgh 
district. The graphite used in this crucible was entirely Ame1i
can, and the crucible stood 70 consecutive beats of brass. 

The fact that the Japanese, the English, the French, and the 
German crucible makers have been making and are making 
satisfactory crucibles out of flake· graphite is further testimony 
to the suitability of flake for the purpose. 

But this Government itself has gone to the trouble and ex
pense of finding out the truth of the whole matter, and through 
the Bureau of Mines has absolutely demonstrated the supe
riority of the American flake graphite for crucible use. Doctor 
Stull, of the bureau, has made exhaustive tests with both 
graphite and clay, and these tests have been entirely com
pleted so far as brass melting is concerned. He reports that 
the crucible made of American flake graphite and American 
clay is superior to a crucible made of the much-vaunted foreign 
graphite. The old-line crucible makers until quite recently 
stoutly maintained that American clay was also no good for 
crucibles, and that the clay had to be imported from Germany, 
as it always bad beE>n before the war. Doctor Stull found 
that, besides having the best graphite, we also have the best 
clay for crucibles. He found two America.n clays for brasswork 
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and 13 American clays for steelwork that were better than the 
German clays. The crucible makers have accepted Doctor 
Stull's verdict on the clay, but they refused to accept it on the 
graphite. Why? Because the ~ife of the American graphite 
crucible is so much longer than the life of the foreign grnphite 
crucible that if they use the American graphite the American 
consumer will not need to buy half as many crucibles ; also 
they wish to protect their foreign investments. They seem to 
have no consideration for either the American producer or the 
American consumer. 

The American graphite mines have pl,"aetically ceased produc
tion and can not resume without adequate protection. Ma~Y 
of the mining companies, of which there are 53 in this country, 
are in bankruptcy and thousands of miners and their wives ancl 
families are in utter distress and have been in this condition 
uow so long that their story is pitiful in the extreme. We 
should extend a helping l;land to these people, even if the tariff 
asked should add a few cents to the cost of manufactured 
graphite products, which, however, it will not do. On the 
grade of graphite which the c'l'ucible makers say must be used 
iu crucibles we are asking a duty of 3 cents per pound. The 
Bureau of Mines reports that, even if this full 3 cents is passed 
on to the consumer, it will add only thirty-nine one-thousandths 
of 1 cent a pound to the cost of the metal melted. This is in
finitesimal and can not be traced in any manufactured article. 
But outside of the interests opposing the tariff on graphite, 
where is the man in this country who would not be willing to 
pay thirty-nine one-thousandths of a cent a pound more for the 
steel in -a hammer or a saw--or in an automobile, for that 
matter-in order that this industry may ·survive? 

The rates asked in the amendment to the graphite schedule 
are fair, and, if agreed to, there is no question that instead of 
increasing the prices of graphite products to the consumer the 
prices will be reduced. In the case of an all-American crucible 
taking 85 heats as against the present form of graphite crucible 
taking 26 to 30 heats, the advantage to the consumer in the 
longer' life of the American cTUcible can be readily seen. E\en 
with the full proposed tariff rate added, the American crucible 
will cost less than half its present price, as has been shown in 
the hearings. In the case of practically all other graphite 
products the price can be reduced, will be reduced, and ought 

. to be reduced. Domestic production will be extended to the 
limit of the demand, and this will be followed by such keen 
competition amongst domestic producers that it will compel 
proper and reasonable prices. If the present manufacturers 
refuse to conform to the new conditions under this proposed 
tariff and continue to charge their exorbitant prices, the oppor
tunity will certainly invite manufacturing eompetition from 
the producers themselves, and that will assuredly have the de
sired effect. Give the producers a chance to get on their 
feet and once again demonstrate the efficacy of protective 
tariff. 

For 50 years the importers and manufacturers of graphite. 
products have bad their own way in this matter. During all 
these years graphite has been on the free list and never has the 
producer been in a position to name a price for his product. 
He has had to accept what the manufacturer offered or close 
his mine. Even during the war a great many of the producers 
lost money; but, according to Moody's Manual, the Joseph 
Dixon Crucible Co. increased its surplus of $1,854,169 in 1914 
to $4,976,570 in 1917 and paid 100 per cent on its capital, or 
$2.000,000, in 1917. The history of the manufacture of graphite 
products under protection has been success; the history of the 
production of graphite under free trade has been failure. 
To-day the producer could not get an offer for any grade of 
bis product; if he could, it would not exceed 3 cents a pound for 
No. 1 flake and half a cent for dust. But what is the consumer 
paying to-day? For crucibles he is paying exactly double the 
pre-war price. For lubricants these packages will illustrate: 

Here is a 1-pound can of Dixon's No. 1 American flake 
graphite and here is a half-pound can of Dixon's automobile 
graphite. This invoice shows the purchase of these articles to 
be of recent date, and the prices to be 75 cents a pound for the 
flake and $1.50 per pound for the dust or po,vdered graphite. 
The flake is exactly as i t leaves the producer's re:Enery, with 
nothing done to it at all, while the automobile graphite is dust, 
and mostly the attrition or by-product from the manufacture 
of the flake, which the producer tries to a1oid as much as 
possible. 

I have here a slip showing the price paid for this product, 
the purchase haYing been made here in the city of Wnshington. 
It was bought from Barber & Ross, who are the dealers in this 
product. · 

Mr. WALSH of l\Iassachusetts. Mr. President--
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mi-. KELLOGG in the chair). 
Doe the Sena tor from Colorado yield to the Senator from 
Ma achusetts ? 

:Mr. NICHOLSON. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator state the 

<lome tic and the import price at the present time of crystalline 
flake ara"Phite? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. The domestic price and the foreign -price, 
of course, would be practically the same, because the a-rticle 
is on the free list. 

1\Ir. WALSH of Mas achusetts. How ·much does it sell for 
per pound or per ton? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. The late t informntion that I have on 
that subject is as of January 7, 1922. The price on amorphous 
was from half a cent to 2 cents a pound. That was the selling · 
price in the market as of January 7, 1922. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Was that the domestic or 
the imported article? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Both the domestic and the imported. Of 
course, the domestic production would have to meet the foreign 
price. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is a pretty wide vari
ance--from half a cent to 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. It depends on ·grade. The grades vary. 
There are three different grades. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Different grades of flake? 
Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes; three different grades of the ma

terial. 
Mr. WALSH of :Massachu etts. The Senator's amendment 

proposes to put a rate of how many cents per pound upon fiake 
graphite? 

1\lr. NICHOLSON. On graphite or plumbago, crude or re
fined, amorphous, the committee placed a duty of 10 per cent 
ad valorem. On the basis of the present selling 'Price the pro
tection would be two-tenths of a cent or one-tenth of a cent, 
as the cas~ might oe. That would be all the protection that 
that tariff would aft'ord i:he miner, and I ask for 1 ~nt per 
pound duty on that particular grade. I want a 1-cent duty 
instead of the 10 per cent ad valorem. My amendment pro
vides for a specific duty instead of an ad valorem duty. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So I understand. What is 
the specific duty that the Senator asks for on crystalline flake 
graphite? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Crystalline lump, chip, or dust comes 
next. 

1\!r. WALSH of '.Massachusetts. Yes; that is the second 
bracket in the paragraph. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. The committee placed an ad valorem 
duty of 20 per cent · on that grade, and my amendment pro
vides for ,a speci:tlc duty of 3 cents per pound. 

l\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Now the crystalline ·flake? 
Mr. NICHOLSON. On crystalline flake, the Finance Com

mittee placed a duty of 2 cents a pouno, and my amendment 
provides for a dnty of 5 cents a pound; but I want to direct 
the attention of the Senator to the price at which the manufac
turer is selling this product-75 cents a pound and $1.50 a 
pound when you purchase it from the man11facturer. 

Mr. WALSH of :Massachusetts. I understood the Senator to 
say that the crystalline flake graphite was selling for from 
one-half to 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. l\TIOHOLSON. Amorphous. 
Mr. WALSH of 'Massachusetts. The Senator proposes to 

put a duty of 5 cents ~r pound upon that flake, so that the 
prices-assuming that the duty is reflected in an increased 
price of the domestic pToduct-will be 5! cents per pound and 
7 cents per pound? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes; that will be about the price. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In other words, the Senator 

proposes to increase the price of this :flake graphite from 300 
to 500 per cent? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. No; I would not say it would increase 
it 300 per cent. The crystalline graphite sells at 5 to 6 cents 
a pound. The amorphous sells at the lower price, and the 
crystalline flake and lump and chip sell at 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The flake graphite is the 
grade on which the Senator asks for the largest increase of 
duty? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes; on the crystalline we ask for the 
larger increase. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The crystalline flake? 
l\fr. NICHOLSON. Yes; the crystalline flake. 
:Mr. WALSH of Ma~snchnsetts. And that means that you 

are going to incren:-·e 1 lie JH'ice. if the duty is reflected in the 
domestic prk . by frnm t:"' J to :WO per cent? 

l\Ir. NICHOLSON. No; in no event will it increase the prica 
over 100 per cent, because if crystalline graphite is selling at 
'6 cents, and you add a 5-cent duty, you do not quite double 
the price. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator has said to me 
that 1lake graphite was selling for 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. SHEPP ARD. 1\fr. President, will the Senator tell us 
what, in his opinion, would be the increase in price of these 
various raw articles? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. By adding this tariff? 
Mr. SHEPPARD. As a Tesult of the tarift' the Senator pro- ' 

poses. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. Replying to the Senator from Texas, I 

can not see that there can be any increase to the consumer it 
this tariff is added, because of the fact that an exorbitant 
price is being charged for this material now. As I have shown; 
this material, costing anywhere from a cent and a half to 5 cents 
a pound, depending on the grade of material, is selling at 75 
cents to $1.50 -per pound. Can any sane man reason that an 
added tarift' of this small arl10unt is going to increase the cost 
to the consumer? I want to say frankly that if the Federal 
Trade Commission were attenQ,ing to its business this imposi
tion would not be permitted upon the general public-this ex
orbitant charge which is being made by the manufacturers of 
graphite selling their product to the general public. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Then the effect of the tarifl' will be to 
compel the manufacturer to treat the miner with more fairness 
in paying him for his article? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. That is the idea-to protect the miner 
against the cheap foreign product. 

Under the pro})osed tarift' the miner iS trying to get u 7 or 8 
cent market for this product that sells at 75 cents a pound, 
and a 2 or 3 cent market for this product that sens at $1.50 ·a 
pound. With this demonstration before oar eyes can anyone 
argue that with free trade in graphite ·either the producer or 
the consumer bas been fairly treated? No ; the benefit has all 
been to the manufacturing importer and the foreigner. I think 
that .answers the question of the Senator from Texas. 

l\fr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. NICHOLSON. I yield. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. If it is true that the American manu

facturer is charging these exorbitant prices, which ought to be 
regulated., as the Senator suggests, by the Federal Trade Oom
mission, why is not this a mo t attractive investment for the 
American producers of graphite! 

l\Ir. NICHOLSON. Not for the miner. The Senator is cor
rect .so far as the manufacturer is concerned ; but the miner . 
has no means with which to build a manufacturing plant, and 
the present condition does not help him as long as the raw ; 
product which enters into the production of this material comes 
from cheap foreign sources. 

The opposition to adequate tariff on graphite is selfts~ and · 
utterly inconsistent. Under paragraph 216 of the bill the manu
facturer gets 45 per cent protection on his crucibles and other 
graphite products, which is an increase of 125 per cent ove-r 
what he has in the Underwood law. He claims he must have for
eign lump and chip graphite for his crucibles, and on this grade 
we are asking 3 cents per pounq. In a No. 70 crucible there are 
17 pounds of gr~phite, which at 3 cents a pound means that the 
:producer would be protected on the graphite in it to the extent 
of 51 cents. That is what the producer would get, and all he 
would get, if the full 3 cents were added. Suppose the 3-cent 
dnty raises the price to the manufacturer from 7 to 10 centi::, 
and he has then to pay $1.70 for the 17 pounds of graphite in 
the crucible? On this $1.70 the manufacturer ls to get 45 per 
cent protection, or 76i cents, whereas the producer gets only 5f 
cents. This gives the manufacturer his compensatory protec_.. 
tion on the graphite and 15 per cent besides ; but the manufac· 
turer gets much more. He gets his 45 per cent on the total 
value of the crucible, which includes every single item entering 
into its cost. This No. 70 crucible sells to-day for about 10 
cents a number, or, say, $7 for the crucible, double the pre
war price, with graphite half the pre-war price. The Japanese 
crucible in competition has been selling for from 1 cent to 1f 
cents per number less, or, say, $6 for the J"apanese crucible. 
Under the Underwood tariff of 20 per cent this would make: 
the Japanese invoice price $5. Figuring the 45 per cent on the 
foreign value of $5 gives the manufacturer the handsome pro .. 
tection of $2.25 on this crucible as against the graphite pro .. 
ducers' 51 cents. In other words, the manufacturer gets his 
compensatory protection on the graphite in the crucible and 
about 35 per cent besides ''ith which to meet the Japanese com• 
petition. Yet he is not ~ati. fied an<1 iR nmYilling that the pro
ducer should have anything. The..,e 111unufach11·ing importeTS 
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arc strong, well organized, and well financed, and, after having 
matters all their own way with the consumer fo1• 50 years, it 
would be .strange if they were not. They bave circularized the 
Seuate, tbey have circularized and alarmed the foundry trade. 
Howe>er, tller caught a Tartar among~t the foundry men, a 
man who went "broke" in the attempt to make n living pro
cJuc:ing graphite and who drifted into the foundry btriness. 
·They did not frighten him, because he happened to understand 
the whole situation. His reply to one of their circulars is a 
document of considerable human interest, wllich I end to the 
de ·k and ask to haYe the Secretary read and to ha>e it incor
porated as part of my remark . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary· will reucl as 
reque ted. 

The A.;sistant Secretary read as follows : 
TALLADEGA, ALL, .tJ.prU 2-~, 1~~. 

JOSEPH DIXO~ CRUCIBLJ:: CO., 
Jersey City, N. J. 

GESTLEMEX : We have your circular letter of the 1 ith in taut urging 
all buyers of crucibles to immediately get in touch wjth C'ongre :smen 
nnll Senator· to oppo e the proposed tariff on graphite, and e pccially 
the amendment offered by Senator NICHOLSOX proTI.ding a 3-cent duty 
on ~ ·o. 1 flak<'. 

We can not comprehend you. First. we would like to a~k what is 
the dlfference between the selling price of crucjble now and in 1911-18, 
when you were pa~'ing 15 cents and up for crucible graphite. 

We understand that you are able to 1.Joy foreign graphite No. 1 at 
;:; cents per pound and that you u ·e these quotations against the Ameri
can miner. 

'.fbe tock argument· that forl'ign graphite i · n neces_ity in crucible 
making" ha;e UCCD so thoroughly e:xplodcd by Government test ::ind com
mcrclal manufacture that we v;ill not rP.Count them here. And this 
fact leaves your opposition to a reasonablr tnritl' r~ting olely upon 
the fact that your duty-free graphite is prncluced abroad by the most 
dl';:ntded labor known to the world. 

You are making a tariff-protected cn1cible frow raw material pro
lluccd by this unfortunate cln · of labor, and yon sell these crucible· to 
.A nwrican lmsine ·s men who look upon their emplo~·ees a men and not 
do . 

You go on grinding the ·e unfortunate people deeper and deeper in 
poverty and :rou ask us to help you influeuce C'ongre s to either e:xte.r
niinate the American graphite industry or }{';el its lahor conditions to 
that of Ceylon, where the daily wage ·runs from 10 cents to 20 cent . 

We have in mind a sad picture with whic.l.t yon are not unfamiliar; 
women, children, old men, and cripple· crawling in and out of holes 
in the ground like human rats, bringing out tbi · grapbtte in ha,.kets ; 
th~~- are without decent clothing, food, shelter. or home~; they are 
without joy, hope, happiness, or education fol' tllem elYes or their 
children. · 

"Is it nothing to you" thnt life like that is equivalent to c1eatli? 
"ls it nothing to you" that yonr profiti> are based on tht-ir degrada
tion'! "Is it nothing to )'OU" that. at the call of our Government in 
her time of peril, your fe1lo1y citizen · put million - of dollars into the 
development of the graphite mine of thi country to meet Government 
nece ·sities? And are :rou now asking u . your cu,·tomn,,, to combine 
auu. through action of Congre::. . either wipe out the ·e millions or de
grade American manhood a1ld womanhood to m:ttC'b conditions on for-
eign soil? . 

You have bitterly fought an~· graphite tariff from the tart. while 
American mines have been caving in and .American mills ru 'ting into 
di:;u ·e and decay. You have used the misfortunes, poverty, and degra
dation of foreign labor as a bludgeon to beat to hi knees the .American 
.... raphite miner, and now, as Congress evinces a dispo ·ition to give a 
lighting ::;how you rush into the mail· to corral your customers in a 
ge1leral onslaught to block out sue:l.1 a po ·sibility. 

If the action you urge mean anT'thing. it means death to the .Ameri
can mlnes. To live they must abolish our •child labor lawf:; "they must 
reiu e everv comfort that distin~ishc.s our free ml'n from the ·erf of 
pon:rty and degradation that dig your Ceylon graphite from bole in 
the ground by band; they mu t teach their lal>or to live in hovels 
instead of homes, and to dje a thousand dea tbs in the living of a single 
life. We must send our women and children and old men into the mines 
to work, unskilled, unclothed, unfed, and uneducateu becau e under
paid. We must debase our labor to the leT'el of the Far East. grind 
them in poverty, ignorance, hoiwles ne · , and death that you may buy 
your raw material of a people of that ort and sell your protected 
crucibles to a people of our sort. 

We write this to say that if you are engaged in a campaign of that 
kind you will have to go without u ; if you think ron can inflnence 
Congress to kill the graphite indu~try of America for your trade bt-nefit, 
we. for one, do not believe you can succeed. If yon should succeed, 
bear in mind that the records are being kept and that more potent than 
the saving of a few cents a number on crucible i. the wrath of an out
raged and devastated indu try that ha as much right to life ns has 
the making of crucibles. 

Respectfully yours, 
TALLAD.JIJGA FOUXDRY & :MACHIXE Co., 

By W. B. LA.DD. 

Mr. NICIIOLS0.1. ~. There is a larger investment in graphite 
mine and mill· in the United States than in faetorie making 
uraphite products. If investments are to be con idered. this 
fact is entitled to its proportionate consideration. A large part 
of the in>estment in graphite mines and mills wns made at 
the urgent appeal of the Goyernment during the war. Foreign 
graphite was meeting the demand when the world was at peace. 
but when war came the foreign supply was unequal to the 
d mand and we were compelled, in large measure, to look to 
our own resources for these supplies. Fortunately, we had the 
grnphite at home, and the war situation was fully met by our 
own mines and miners. Are we now, for the sake of a few 
for1:'ign investments and a hitherto privileged class, to destroy 
thi · industry that did its full part in helping to win the war, 

• 

or are we to protect.this industry that protected us,by the con
tinued production of war es ·entials? While there are many 
industries in this country receiving the benefits of a protective 
tariff none is more desen'ing of consideration than the graphite 
mining industry. 

If this amendment is agreed t<>-and I earne 'tly hope it may 
be-we will not only save this key industry and safeguard the Na
tion, but we will also have better and cheaper graphite products 
in this country without injury to any existing industry, and we 
will give employment to thousands of people in those States in 
which the graphite mines are located, which employment will 
build up prosperous communities, thereby creating additional 
home markets for the products of the farm. 

1r. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I would like to speak to 
those Senators who are interested in the subject; but I feel that 
I can not do it. I do not feel, howe-ver, that I ought to let tbis 
opportunity pass without expre ing my view on this subject. 

I am a protectionist. I believe in adequate protection. I 
belie-ve in encouraging American indush·y. I belie\e, however, 
that that principle involves generally the protection of such 
industries as ought to ue encouraged in the United States, with 
the hope that eYentually, under proper development, tbey can 
meet the demands of this country by being placed on equal 
terms with their foreign competitors. 

I realize that at thi time, howe-ver, we are legislating under 
mo t unusual and unnatural conditions. The industries of the 
country ha-ve been and are greatly disturbed. It is almost an 
irnpossiblity to determine the difference in the cost of produc
tion here and abroad, and therefore I ha>e >Oted for some 
amendments because there was indicated to me the need of a 
duty to protect the American producer in this country, and 
especially American labor. 

I am not departing from that principle when I oppose not 
only the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado [l\fr. 
NrcHoLso~], but the amendment of the committee in the bill. 
now before us. I not only uelieve it will encourage no legiti
mate industry but I also believe tbat the placing of a duty upon 
amorphous graphite will not promote any legitimate industry 
in our country. I believe, in fact, that it will add to the 
expense of amorphous graphite product , without any compen
sating good to any producer of graphite in the United States. 

I propose to confine my remarks solely, or largely so, to the 
question of amorphous graphite; I hafe not gone into an in
vestigation of the other "Varieties of graphite, and therefore 
shall not attempt to speak with any authority on those matters. 

It is a fact, as stated by the Senator from Colorado, that 
graphite has been on . the free list for at lea t 50 years. If the 
profits of this concern are as great as those named by the Sen
ator from Colorado, I am at a loss to under tand why more 
concerns have not entered this industry in the United States. 
If I haYe been correctly informed, amorphous graphite, such as 
is used in the map.ufacture of paints, bmshes, blacking, and 
o forth, can not be obtained in the United States, the state

ments of the Senator from Colorado to the contrary notwith
standing. I believe that he has been misinformed. 

Up in Saginaw, Mich., is located what i known as the United 
States Graphite Co. It ha been in business for 30 3·ea.rs. It 
owns mines of graphite in Mexico. It has been operating those 
mines for many years, but it costs that compan~- more under 
existing law to get it · graphite from its mines in Mexico thau 
it would to purchase the American product here at home. It 
costs over $16 per ton freight to ship it from Mexico to Sagi
naw. The company r nlize that this is a very great rate. It 
has t1·ied for year to obtain in this country a product uitable 
to its uses. 
. . \ few years ago the Saginaw company went out into Colo

rado and took an option on one of the best mines of that State. 
This option permitted it to purchase i1roperh~ for about 5 per 
cent of what it. inwstment is in l\le:x:ico to-clay. It could shill 
that product at about ·9 per ton from the Colorado mines to 
Saginaw. It ouyious1y would be a saying to this company if it 
could u e American gl'aphite. Under the contract it shipped 
hundreds of tons to Saginaw. It tested that graphite Yery thor
oughly, because it e>idently was for its financial interest to use 
tile Colorado graphite if it could be used. A the Senato1· from 
Colorado say , it analyze practically the same as the graphite 
from Mexico, only it i~ le·,· iich in carbon or graphite than the 
Mexican product. But wheu the company attempted to use 
the material in tile manufacture of its manufacture.,, it found 
that it did not fill the qualifications required for amorphou::; 
graphite and it could uot u e it. I repeat, ir, that the com
pany obtained an option from the Colorado company for its 
mine and it desired to u .. e that product in tile interest of 
economy, but the product dhl not measure up to it neces ury 
specifications and qualities . 
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Mr. NICHOLSON. .Mr. President, will the Senator yield .for 
an interruption? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I yield. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. I have here a letter dated September 7, 

1918, from the United States Graphite Co., of Saginaw, Mich., 
in which they make this statement: 

We might, however, if you intend to ,operate the mines, place quite a 
considerable order for graphite ore, provided, o! course, a satisfactory 
contract can be arranged between us. 

That makes no complaint as to the material. 
We would not be interested in the purchase .of your graphite property 

at the price which has been named. 
As to the quality, there is no objection raised in the letter 

and no indication .that the graphite is of ran inferior ,grade or 
character. 

l\II". TOWNSEND. I am repeating the facts as they exist. 
They did get an option on the mine. They -did ship more than 
a hundred tons from the mine to Saginaw. The product was · 
not fitted for their uses. This concern manufactures ,high-grade 
products. It has established a market all over the world 'be-
0cause of the character and quality of its products. It shipped 
from Saginaw even over to Japan large quantities of amorphous 
graphite. Japan could probably .obtain their amoz:phous graphite 
more cheaply from Austria and other 'COUDtr.ies, but they find it 
is better for them to purchase the Saginaw amorphous .graphite 
as manufactured there because of the character and quality of 
the material in the pencils and the other articles which they 
manufacture out of graphite. 

So, if I believed what the -Senator -from Oolorado says, that 
this is a proposition to compete with the cheap labor of India 
or of Mexico, I could agree with him in feeling that we at least 
ought to have the amendment offered by the committee. But I 
can not agi:ee with him, because from all the investigations that 
I have made of the matter I know it is more -expensive to .the 
Sagi.Ila w concern to own, mine, and ship its own products from 
Mexico than it would ·be to purchase the product ·in the United 
States if it could be obtained here, and the proposed amend
meirts by the committee will not aid a single manufacturer, a 
single laborer, or a single consumer in the United States. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Will the Senator permit me to intenupt 
him again? 

:Mr. TOWNSEl~D. Yes. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. In order to ·acquaint the Senator with 

some further facts in connection with the shipment from Colo
rado, I will ;say that there were 27 car shipped, as stated in 
the wire of March 22. Twenty-seven 'C8.rS at 40 tons to the car 
would exceed 1,000 tons. When the 27 carloads had been used 
they were still willing, if they ·could make a ·satisfactory con
tract, to continue the use of the Colorado product ; but of course 
it naturally followed that the product which was mined in 
Mexico could be obtained more cheaply :than the Colorado prod
uct. There is nothing here to show that the ·Colorado ore is of 
an inferior grade in any way. There were ever 1,000 tons 
shipped to their factory, and at the completion of the use of the 
thousand tons of course they were looking, as it appears to me, 
for a cheaper contract, and they obtained it in Mexico. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the Senator have anything of record 
that indicates they were satisfied with the Colorado -product? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. 'Yes. I read it again: 
We might, however, 1! you intend to operate the mines, place quite 

a cons1derable order for graphite ore, provided, o1 course, a sa tis!actory 
contract can be arranged between us. 

They were still willing to continue to use the Colorado 
product. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. There are certain products which can be 
made from American graphite, -and which a.re being made from 
it. The higher qualities of graphite, however, needed for the 
products I have mentioned can not be obtained from American 
amorphous graphite. 1f they can be obtained in the United 
States, then the facts have been mi.srepresented to me. I have 
confidence in what has been told me and therefore I am argu
ing the oase. 

As I stated, the United States Graphite Co., at Saginaw, uses 
about 65 per cent of the amorphous graphite that is shipped 
into the United States. If we impose a tax of 1 cent a pound, 
of course, which to me is unthinkable, I must admit that the 
cost of these products will either be increased to the public or 
they will be made of fill inferior character or quality. There is 
no ·Other way to 1meet it. If we put a 10 per cent duty, as 
proposed by the committee, I do not think ·it will materially 
interfere with the business of the concern. I think it wi11 add 
some expense, but that would be simply a revenue duty, and 
that alone, and it would take from this company about $15,000 
a year, which lost $70,UOO on its business last year. 

If we are going to place ;the tax on a revenue .basis, perhaps 
this is the proper place to put it. If we axe gojng to impose a 
tax .upon one concern which will pay from 65 to 80 per cent of 
the ,entire tax, then place it here. But in doing that we will 
have departed from the policy which I have always advocated 
and in which the ,party .has believed, Jiamely, that we favor 
duties for tProtection with incidental revenue. I think it would 
be unjust to this concern to impose a tax which will be of no 
benefit-I insist that it ·WoUld be of no benefit-to any man, 
woman, or child in the United States. There is no benefit that 
can come from it, as it seems to me, .and so I have felt, in per
fect consistency with my advocacy of a protective tarlf!, that 
this article, amorphous graphite, ought to be on the free list, 
where it has been for 50 years. 

The imposition of a duty on amorphous graphite would be of 
no benefit to anybody in the world unless to a number of 
brokers in the country who have been exploiting tbe amorphous 
deposits all over the United States. 

They have been exploiting these mines. They are naturally 
anxious to have them made important for speculative purposes. 
I am not intefested in that. All I am interested in is in con
serving and serving the best interests of the American people 
and all of them. I am for the protection of American indus
tries because I think that means the go.od of all the people. I 
am opposed to ..a tariff for revenue only. In that respect I 
differ from Senators on the other side of the aisle. So, believ
ing and knowing that this is purely a revenue item which 
always enhances the price to the consumer, where there is 
no legitimate competition, of course, if we add a duty we in
crease the -price. In a protective tari1f we create competition 
and thereby tend to lower the price, as has been the history 
of tariff legislation from the beginning. · 

So, Mr. President, without desiring to injure any legitimate 
industry in the country and protesting that the proposit ion 
which I submit is one which would not injure any legitimate 
industry, I am strongly opposed to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Colorado, and I shall vote for the amendment 
which I have presented, namely, to strike out "amorphous, 10 
per cent ad valorem.." I do not care to discuss the other branch 
of graphite because, as I said, I know very little ·about it. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. May I ask the Senator from Michigan 
another question? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Certainly 
Mr. NICHOLSON. Does .the Senator contend that there is 

not sufficient amorphous graphite in the United States to meet 
the needs and the demands of the graphite manufacturers? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do. 
l\fr. NICHOLSON. Is that the Senaror's position? 
Mr. TOWNSEND. It is. I •Contend that there is not the 

quality of amoTphous graphite in the United .States which 
meets the demand for production of certain material or certain 
goods which are made in the United States. There is no ques
tion about there being a vast amount of graphite in the United 
Btates, and if these people are as hard up as they say they are, 
and it can be produced more ·cheaply than graphite can be 
.shipped into this counh·y from abroad, then why is it not be
ing used now? W..hy do we need protection to get this cheaper 
product, this equally good product as they say it is, into our 
American manufactures? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN obtained the floor. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. 'President, will the Senator yield fo 

me for another brief statement? 
l\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield to the Senator from Colo

rado. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. I wish to call the attention of the Sena

tor from Michigan to the r:eport by the United States Tariff 
CommiBsion for the use of the Senate Committee on Finance 
concerning the question of graphite : 

The United States has heretofore not been considered inaependent in 
the matter of crucible graphite. Crucible makers, who use about 15,000 
tons a year, have insisted on •having Ceylon graphite. Montana pro
duces a graphite that has been accepted by crucible manufacturers as 
equal to Ceylon material. The quantity ultimately available has not 
been ]>roved, but may be sufficient to satisfy domestic demands for 
many years. It would appear that crucibles properly made from Ala
bama flake will give as good service <as those made from the Ceylon 
material. 

That is from the Tariff Commission. 
1\Ir. TOWNSEND. As 1 said a 1lloment ago, I am not dis

cussing the crucible situation. 'But this is a fact which the 
·senate 'Ought not to forget : During -the .Years 'from 1.913 up until 
this year, inclusive, there have 'been .shi_pped into 'the United 
States from abroad only about 66,000 tons uf graphite. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. ::rust a moment, if the Senator from New 
Jersey will yield to me to reply to the statement made by the 
Senator from Michigan-- 1 
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield. 
l\Ir. NICHOLSON. The imports in the year 1916 into the 

United States were 42,930 tons. In 19-17 imports were 42,577 
tons, and the foreign product was produced by th~ very cheapest 
labar in the world. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I am speaking about amorphous graphite, 
l\fr. President. 

l\Ir. HEFLIN. Will the Senator from Colorado yield before 
he takes his seat? 

l\1r. FRELINGHUYSEN. I believe I have the :floor. I 
yielded to the Senator from Colorado, and I now yield to the 
Senator from Alabama. 

l\Ir. HEFLIN. I beg the Senator's pa·rdon. I did not know 
he had obtained the floor. However, I wish to ask the Senator 
from Colorado a question. In 1917 and 1918 the imports of this 
commodity fell ofl'. considerably, did they not? 

l\Ir. NICHOLSON. Yes, sir. 

dustry, whereas Amerlcan costs, when mines were last operated, 
were fully 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. That was the war cost, was it not? 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Undoubtedly that was the war 

cost. 
The committee felt that the .American cost would eventually 

be reduced to less than 6 cents per pound. It also believed, and 
still believes, that the normal price for Madagascar graphite, 
which now is sold for 3 cents or less per pound in New York. 
which is an abnormally low price, will come back to 4 cents or 
thereabouts. 

There are three qualities of graphite. There is the amor
phous, which is imported principally from Mexico~ although I 
understand there are deposits of amorphous graphite also in 
Colorado and Alabama and to some extent in Montana. There 
is the lump graphite, all of it imported by one company, which 
comes from Ceylon, and is produced by the cheap labor men
tioned in the highly characte1istic outburst from Mr. Ladd, Mr. HEFLIN. What was the reason for that? 

1\Ir. NICHOLSON. I take it that the situation in Mexico of the Talladega Foundry & Machine Co., of Alabama. Then 
was the-principal reason. there is the Madagascar flake, which comes very directly in 

competition with the American pro.duct from the mines that 
are located in the State of Alabama. 

Mr. HEFLIN. In 1919 and 1920 did as much of the foreign 
product come in as in the two or three years prior to that time? 

l\1r. NICHOLSON. Does the Senator refer to imports in 
1916? 

The committee was confronted with this situation: Under 
the Payne-Aldrich law and the Underwood-Simmons law all 
classes of graphite were free. The Fordney bill places a 

and duty of 10 per cent ad valorem on amorphous graphite, 10 per 
cent on the crystalline lump, and 10 per cent on the fiake. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I refer to imports~ 
Mr. NICROLSON. The imports were larger in 1916 

1917. People from Alabama came before the committee and asked Mr. HEFLIN~ T.hen they fell off in 1918 and in 1919? 
Mr. NICHOLSON. In 1918 and 1919 they fell off, and 

in 1920. 

also !'that a duty of 5 cents per pound be placed upon flake graph
ite, which is produced in Alabama. The committee con-

Mr. HEFLIN. What was the reason for that? 
Mr. NICHOLSON. I suppose there was a decline in the 

trade of the country to some extent, which may have accounted 
for it. 

Mr. BURSUM. I suggest that, perhaps, the disturbed condi
tion in Mexico might have bad a great deal to do with the 
amount of exports from that country. While the rebellion and 
revolution were on down. there probably there would not be a 
great quantity of exports. 

l\1.r. HEFLIN. At that sa:me ti.me our Government was~ en
couraging the industry here at home, was it not? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes, sir; the Gov~rnment was encourag
ing the industry at home. 

Mr. HEFLIN.· Now, have the imports become so large th-at 
the hQme industry has shut d.Dwn? 

.Mr. NICHOLSON. I do· not know that the imports have be
come so large, but the foreigners are able to ship their mate
ri:ils so cheaply to our shores that the American miner can· not 
compete with the foreign labor~ 

l\lr. HEFLIN. Then the imports that have come in are so 
cheap that they have caused the American industry to close 
down? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes, sir; absolutely. There are but few 
graphite mines in America to-day in operation. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator from Alabama-
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 

Jersey yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield. 
Mr. SMOOT. During the years 1920 and 1921 most of the 

mines in the United States were closedA At the same time not 
many crucibles were manufactured, because there was not the 
ordinary demand for them. The graphite is used very largely 
for the manufacture of crucibles, from 45 to 50 per cent of 
the graphite produced, not only in the United States but in the 
world, being used for that purpose. For instance, in the 
State of Utah we had few mines operating; nearly e\ery one 
was closed. The great copper mines were closed down and 
most of the lead mines were closed down ; only a very few of 
them were operating. During that time there was not the 
demand for crucibles, and there being no demand for crucibles 
there was not such a demand for the graphite. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator believes now that there should 
be some tariff tax rate placed on imports of graphite? 

Mr. SMOOT~ I do not want to take the time to discuss that 
question while the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELIN.G-
HUYSEN] has the floor. • 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I, of course, oppose 
the rates of duty proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr.. 
NICHOLSON] in his amendment to the committee amendment. 
The rates proposed by the Senator from Colorado may be fully 
justified by present conditions, but the committee, in m11.king 
these rates, recognized that the world's markets were abnormal. 
Foreign graphite is cheaper than ever in the history of the in-

sidered the cost of the imported article, now 4 cents a pound, 
and figured that 2 cents a pound was ample duty. The Mad.Br 
gascar flake is selling to...day in New York at 4 cents a poun~ 
The committee put a duty 4)f 2 cents a pound on the crystalline 
flake to protect the intlustry in Alabama. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 

yield to the Senator- from Kentucky? 
l\lr-. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield. 
Mr. STANLEY. Is it not a fact that the graphite J>i"Oduced 

in Ceylon is produced by naked Polynesians? 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes; that is true, Mr. President. 
Mr. STANLEY. By slaves? 
Mr. FRELINGIIUYSEN. I refuse to yield further for an 

interruption of that kind~ 
Mr. STANLEY. One moment. I should like to have the 

Senator state just what wages they receive. Graphite, as I 
understand, is produced in the United States by cultur.ed Amer
ican citizens, and I am grieved beyond measure to hear the great 
defender of American labor from New Jersey pleading in behalt 
of a powerful corporation, one of the richest in the world, the 
Steel Trust and other trusts, in an endeavor to take the bread 
and meat and milk from the mouths of Ameri"can labor and 
give the work to Polynesian slaves who toil for about 3 cents 
a day. Oh, I can not stand it, Mr~ President; I must leave; 
I am overcome with horror and grief. [Laughter.] 

1 Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, the crystalline flake 
graphite which comes from Madagascar, as I have said, is- sold 
at 4 cents a pound. The committee placed a duty upon it (}f 
2 cents a pound, which is equivalent to 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Now, the Senator from Colorado asks that a duty of 5 cents a 
pound be imposed upon that type of graphite, which is selling 
for 4 cents. 

The representative of one of the ma1mfacturing industries
and it was the one in Michigan-which uses amorphous graphite 
said to me that they could buy the Colorado graphite at $10 
per ton, with a freight to Michigan of $9 per ton added, and 
yet they had to use 1\1exican grahphite and pay $17 freight 
rate from Mexico because the physical qualities of the Colorado 
graphite were not satisfactory for use in connection with their 
product. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky in his outburst-
Mr. BURSUM. 1'.fr. President, will the Senator yield for a 

moment? 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield to the Senator from New 

Mexico. 
Mr. BURSUM. What was the character of the Colorado 

graphite? Was it in the ore or was it concentrated? 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I presume it was concentrated. 
Mr. BURSU1U. Why was the Mexican graphite worth more? 
l\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Mexican product was worth 

more because its physical qualities rendered it suitable for 
manufacturing the products of the Michigan concern ·while the 
Colorado graphite was not. It was of such low physical quali
ties that the Michigan_ manufacturer could not use it. 
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:;\lr. BURSlr:\1. Was it not because there was a higher per
centage of graphite in the ore? 

Mr. FREI.JNGHUYSEN. No. 
Mr. BURSUM. That does not correspond with the statement 

made by the Senator from Colorado and the analogy which has 
been made between the American and the foreign product. 

:Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. l\1r. President, there is a great deal 
that does not correspond with the statements of the Senator 
from Colorado. -

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
New Jersey yield for a moment? 

l\!r. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. I take it from the statement made by the 

senior Senator from New Jersey that he claims that the Amer
ican gmphite is inferior and can not be used by the crucible 
makers. Is that his contention? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No. Some of the domestic product 
is used after being mixed with the amorphous and the crystal
line lump. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. NO\-V, I should like to read for the informa
tion of the senior Senator from New 3"ersey an advertisement 
which I find in the Mining and Scientific Press, which reads as 
follows: 

Bartley crudbles should be made your standard. First, because they 
are maue of American materials. 

l\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. l\Ir. President, I will read a com
munication from Jonathan Bartley, president of the Bartley 
Crucible Co., dated March 25, 1922. He was sent certain ques
tions IJy the American l\1ining Congress reganling graphite. To· 
the gent lemen who sent the letter he replied as follows: 

When I first read your letter it was in my mind to positively refuse 
your request, on the ground that "it was no quarrel of mine," because, 
so far as 1 am concerned, it does not make any difference whatsoever 
bow high a tariff might be put on. But after giving the matter more 
careful consideration, and having before me the memory of more than 
33 year ' association with graphite interests, I have changed my mind, 
and here is what I have to say about these "graphite facts," as this 
paper caJJs tbem : 

By actual count there are 19 reasons given in this propaganda to be 
presented to the Senate Finance Committee to show them why this 
tar1ff' should be placed on graphite, but there are only 5 that really 
state an.y specific reasons, and the statements contained in these 5 
are so palpably false and misleading that I shall confine myself to 
them only, the other 14 being mere •·bunk" and unworthy of notice. 

Paragraph 4 reads, ''That the American deposits of graphite are ade
quate, both in quantity and quality, to supply any domestic commmp
tion," and inaRmuch as paragraph 6 reflects the same statement, I will 
quote it and answer both at the same time. Paragraph 6 reads, ··That 
recent experiments establi,h the superiority of American graphite over 
all foreign graphite for crucibles." 

To the uninitiated, who have never experienced the trials and tribu
lations of the graphite crucible maker, statements of this kind might 
carry a certain force on account of tbeir boldness, but with one who 
carries the scars of many bard-fought battles in the crucible field they 
stand out as utterly absurd and ridiculous. Furthermore, the person 
who wrote these paragraphs must have known when he wrote them 
that he was misrepresenting open facts that only require observation 
and a small amount of ordinary reasoning to understand. 

l\Ir. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a 
question? 

l\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. No; I am quoting from the letter. 
.Mr. NICHOLSON. I want to quote from the same gentle

man the Senator is quoting from. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. All right; the Senator can do so 

after I have finished reading this letter and one other. 
There a.re 13 operating crucible plants in the United States to-day, 

and some or them have been in operation nearly 100 years. Every one 
of these 13 plants has experimented largely to produce a serviceable 
crucible from domestic graphite. Thousands of dollars have been spent 
in this direction without satisfactory results, and they are all using 
Ceylon graphite to-day, notwithstanding the fact that they can buy 
the domestic product at a lower price. I want to ask you this simple 
question: Would you consider a man sane to go 10,000 miles away and 
pay 50 per cent more for a raw product if he could buy an equally good 
product at his door? 

I shall not read all of the letter, but it is signed by Jonathan 
Bartley. 

1\'Ir. President, I do not want any controversy with the Sena
tor from Colorado. He is trying to protect the product of his 
mines in Colorado. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. No; the mines of the citizens of Colorado. 
·Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I understand; in representing the 

State the Senator represents it in a po essive way. Everyone 
does, and it is perfectly justified. The question is as to the 
percentage of duty. We have given practically 10 per cent, 
which is more or less a revenue duty, because these foundry 
men will not use the domestic product. They will use the flake 
graphite and mix it with the imported product for crucible 
making and for other purposes. 

The Senator from Kentucky spoke of this great trust, the 
United States Steel Corporation, the Crucible Steel Corpora
tion. I do not think they manufacture or use graphite. They 
use the crucibles, but there is no trust. There are probably 30 

or 40 concerns in this country using this product; and I have 
here numerous letters from manufacturers protesting against 
this rate, or an extension of it, as too high. I am going to put 
them in the RECORD, but I want to read to the Senator from 
Colorado just one letter, which I think clearly and without 
prejudice expresses the opinion of the manufacturers in regard 
to a high, excessive duty on this product. This is from J. H. 
Gautier & Co., manufacturers of black-lead crucibles, Jersey 
City, N. J., dated April 4.. They say: 

We recognize the difficult position in which the committee has been 
placed in endeavoring to meet the confilcting views of opposing indus
tries, and especially the desire to advance certain protective efforts 
without penali.z1ng established industries. 

'J'.h.e claim that the g_raphite-crucib~e industry is selfish in its 0P
pos1t10n to a duty apphed on graphite is not based on facts. The 
necessity at one time during the stress of the World War required us 
to use domestic graphite to an eirtent which was impractical and the 
work performed by the Bureau of Mines in an effort to determine the 
v~ue of the domestic graphite for cru~ible purposes has not been car· 
ried far enough to demonstrate conclusively the value of domestic flake 
for crucible purposes. We had been using domestic graphite to the 
limit of its Yalue for 20 years and never had been able to pro.duce a 
crucible of competitive value with a larger proportion of domestic 
product. It is ridiculous to assume that we would prefer to go around 
the 'vorld for a product if it could be found at our own door. 

Another argument introduced by the domestic producers which would 
carry a lot of weight if not understood-that is, the fact that one 
manufacturing company is using 100 per cent of domestic graphite in 
their .crucibles. It would be inteJ."esting to know what percentage or 
graphite they do use. Our crucibles contain practically 50 per cent 
of graphite, but the crucible referred to above we understand is manu
factured principally of silicon carbide, an article that is either pro
duced in this country or imported from Canada free. Would we not 
be warranted in assuming that it would be of advantage to them to 
~~it~ ~~r 0~:t~~~\i!;id if it widened the difference between production 

We hesitate to bring more fallacies to your attention, but it you 
~ish we can truthfully refute many of the statements which have been 
rntroduced to influence the Senate Finance Committee in reachin"' a 
decision favorable to a high tariff' on graphite. "' 

For revenue purposes a tax may be required, but to provide protec
tion to the domesti c producers would not necessitate the assessment of 
high rates which would increase the cost of the material that is re
quired for crucibles, a nd so j eopardize the existence of the already 
established crucible industry, employing more labor and capital than 
i~~ u~ireaesf:fis~ted to be employed in the production of gr~phite in 

It ·is not our intention to prolong the discussion, and if the Senate 
Finance Committee concludes to apply the rates of 10 per cent on amor
phous, 20 per cent on lump, chip, and dust, and 2 cents a pound on 
crystalline flake, these duties will be carried into the cost of the cruci
ble and absorbed by the public generally i but it can never force a 
manufacturer to employ an ingredient in his manufacture that will be 
a detriment to quality production. 

Please keep in mind that we ourselves could only use a limited quan
tity of domestic product at any cost, and whatever duty is fixed on 
lla)rn will equall.y affect all other grades in costs to us. We candidly 
think a duty will rather help toward an elimination of the use of 
crucibles a nd a cons quent reduction in demand for flake graphite. 
Why penalize the other industries using graphite tor all kinds of pur
poses to enable a few producers of flake to get a higher price on a 
small part of their product from a small number of possible users? 

I want the Senator to listen to this: 
The domestic producers prior to 1914 made profits on 5-cent and 

6-cent graphite, notwithstanding the statements now made that it costs 
10 cents a pound to produce, and some of the present producers seem 
t9 be able to off'~r graphite at 4 cents and 5 cents, and we inclose a 
cir~ular letter ~1th one paragraph marked, to illustrate what we are 
trymg to explarn . 

We want to be pel'fectly fair in every way and take a broad view of 
the si~1~ation, but it is difficult t~ let things like this be put over with
out g1vm_g you th~ data that will help you in solving problems ' like 
the graphite one. 

I ask that these letters-not from any trust, certainly uot 
from the Steel Trust, but from reputable concerns, small manu
facturing concerns using graphite-be printed in the Il.EcoRD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
::\Ir. PHIPPS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for just 

one moment? 
~fr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield. 
Mr. PHIPPS. Before the letters go into the RECORD I will 

ask the Senator if he will kindly turn to the circular letter re
ferred to in the one he just read ancl read us the paragraph 
that ls marked. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not find that. I will look for 
it in my files. 

Mr. PHIPPS. l want to know what they were advertising 
that they would sell the material for. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.. I will supply that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, tbe letters re

ferred to will be printed in the RECORD. 
The letters ·are as follows: 

Hon. JOSEPH L . FRELINGHUYSEN, 
CARTERET, N. J., .April 1, 1922. 

United Sta.tes Senator frotn _ ew Jersey, Wa shington, D. O. 
MY DE.AR SEN.ATOR: I am writing you in the hopes that you will have 

the manufacturing consumers in mind when the tari.ff' question on 
Ceylon graphite comes up in the Senate. 

While fa•oring home products in all its branch.es, we feel the Amer
ican graphite interests are going too far in insisting on a 20 per 
cent duty on Ceylon graphites, this in view of the fact that the Ceylon 
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product is indispensable for use in the manufacture of foundry facings 
and crucibles, of which we, among otl:lers-, are vezy large consumers. 

We thoroughly believe that this product should enter free, but if 
there must be a tariff it should not exceed 10 per cent ad valorem. 

An excessive tariff. on Ceylon will increase the costs of- brass and iron 
making, which costs will nnturally be passed to the consumer at a time 
when we are trying to reduc-e costs and get to a pre-war basis as early 
as possible. 

We respeetfully solicit your cooperation. 
Yours very truly, 

WHJDELBR CONDENSER & ENGINllERING Co., 
F. J. SCHAFFER, Purcha.Biltfl A.gent. 

Hon. JOSEPH s. FRELINGHUYSml, 
JERSEY CITY, N. J., April. 4, mz. 

United States Senate, Senate Offf,ce Bwi-lding, 
Washmoton, D. O. 

DEAR SENATOR : Permit us to thank you very much for your cour
teous attention of the 2d in regard to the proposition to tax graphite. 

We recognize the difficult position in whlch the committee has been 
placed in endeavoring to meet the conflicting views of opposing indus
trie , and especially the desit'e to advance certain productive efforts 
without penalizing established industries. 

The claim that the graphite crucible industry is selfish in its opposi
tion to a duty applied on graphite is not based on facts. The neces
sity at one time during the stress of the World War required us to 
use domestic graphite to an ext nt which was impractical, and the 
work performed by the Bureau of Mines in an effort to determine the 
value of domestic graphite for crucible purposes has not been carried 
far enough to demonstrate conclusively the value of domestic flake for 
crucible purposes. We had been using. domestic graphite to the limit 
of its value for 20 years, and never bad l;>een able to produce a cru
cible of competitive value with a larger proportion of domestic prod
uct. It is ridiculous to assume that we would prefer to go around the 
world for a product if it could be found at our own door. 

Another argument introduced by the domestic ~roducers which would 
carry a lot of weight if not understood-that is, the fact that one 
manufacturing company is uslng 100 per cent of domestic graphite in 
their crucibles. It would be interesting to know what percentage of 
graphite they do use. Our crucibles contain practically 50 per cent 
of graphite, but the crucible referred to above, we understand, is 
mru;mfactured principally of silicon carbide, an article that is either 
produced in this country or imported from Canada free. Would we 
not be warranted in assuming that it would be of advantage to them 
to have our material taxed if it widened the difference between produc
tion costs of our crucibles? 

We hesitate to bring more fallacies to your attention, but if you wish 
we can truthfully refute many of the statements which have been 
introduced to influence the Senate Finance Committee in reaching a 
decision favorable to a high tariff on graphite. 

For revenue purposes a tax may be required, but to provide protec
tion to the domestic producers would not necessitate the asses ment 
of high rates which would increase the cost of the material that is 
required for crucibles, and so jeopardize the exish'uce of the already 
established crucible industry, employing more labor and capital than 
can ever be expected to be employed in the production of graphite in 
the United States. 

It is not our intention to prolong the discussion, and if the Senate 
Finance Committee conclude to apply the rates of 10 per cent on 
amorphous, 20 per cent on lump, chip, and dust~ and 2 cents a pound 
on crystalline flake, these duties will be carrieo into the cost of the 
crucible and ab orbed by the public generally, but it can never force a 
manufacturer to emJ?loy an Ingredient in his manufacture that will be 
a detriment to quallty production. 

Please keep in mind that we ourselves could only use a limited 
quantity of domestic -product at any cost, and whatever duty is fixed 
on flake will equally affect all other grades in costs to us. We can
didly think a duty will rather help toward an elimination of the use 
of crucibles and a consequent reduction in demand for flake gral>htte. 
Why penalize the other industries using graphite for all kinds of pur
poses to enable a few producers of flake to get a higher pi:ice on a 
small part of their product from a small number of p0s ible users? 

The domestic producers prior to 1914 made profits ou 5-cent and 
6-cent graphite, notwithstanding the statements now ma~~ that it 
costs 10 cents a pound to produce, and some of the present producers 
seem to be able to offer graphite at 4 and 5 cents, irnd we inclose a 
circular letter with one paragra-ph marked, to illustrate what we are 
trying to explain. 

We want to be perfectly fair in every way and take a broad view of 
the situation, but it is difficult to let things like- this be put over with
out giving you the data that will help you in solving problems like 
tbe graphite one. 

Yours ve'T'y sincerely, 

(Inclosure attached.) 

J. H. GAUTIER & Co., 

J. H. GAUTIER & Co., 
A.. E. ACHESON, 

Secretary mid General Mana{Ter. 

BOSTON, MAss., March ~1, 1922. 

1 GrPene Btreet, Jersey City, N. J. 
DEAR Sm: If your flrm is one of those which believes with us that 

the road to better business lies through the channels of eeonomy, 
efficiency and cooperation you will be· interested in this letter and in 
the sampie o:t graphite which is being mailed you under separate cover. 

Economy becau e we are in a position to undersell any other prodrreer 
in the market. Our mine is so located that we ean sell our p.roduet 
at a profit for less than the cost of proquction at the average mine in 
the United States. 

Efficiency because we will be glad to allow you as a saving in price 
what we would have to pay a crew of salesmen to do what we are 
trying to accomplish by this letter. This is the first time our product 
has been ofl'.ered directly to tbe trade, and we want you to share with 
us what we are able to save. 

Cooperation : If you will cooperate with us to the extent of examin
ing our sample and sending us the following information, we belieYe 
it will be to our mutual advantage. 

This is a fair average sample o! our pulverized air floated. graphite, 
unscreened. We can snppJy it in any grade, screened, :tf ue-c~ssary, to 
any me3h desired. Or it you have facilities to do- your own pulveriz
ing. we can suppJy; y-0u in crude form as it comes fro.m the mi.ne- at 
a Rligbtly lower price. 

Kindly advise us of yonr requirements covering the above points, 
also ch-emical comJ)ositlon, indicating the ~uantities in which you would 
be likely to buy, and we will be glad to quote you prices. When you 
receive our quotations· possibly you will find it to your advantage to 
make a liberal use of our pt•oduct in your formulas where formerly 
you m-ay have used graphite more splitringly on account of either high 
price or inferior quality. We would be pleased to receive for com
parison samples of the graphite you are now using. 

Let us hear from you, and advise us if you wish a larger trial 
sample or if we can be of further service in any way. 

Yours for cooperation and prosperity, 
NATIONAL GRAPHIT» Co., 

By DAVID ELDER, Treastirer. 

NEWA.RK, N. J., AprU 5, 19tt. 
Hon. JOSEPH FRELI 'GHUYSEN, 

S~ate Chamber, Washington, D. O. 
DillAB SIR: We desire to register our protest against the clause now 

in the bill before the Senate Finance Committee making a duty of 20 
per cent ad valorem on Ceylon graphite. It has been our experience 
during the past 48 years tbat there is no American product equal to 
Ceylon graphite and are consequently opposed to passing this high duty 
of 20 per cent upon the imported product. 

In our work the Ceylon product is indispensable, and the raising of 
the tarur rate would not res-ult in our business being transferred to 
American graphite. 

We trust that this matter will receive your serious attention. 
Yours very truly, 

FLOCKHART FOUNDRY Co., 
By ROBERT E. MOORE, Vi-Oe President and Treasure,.. 

Senator JOSlllPH S. FR!lLINGHUYSlilN, 
STERLING, ILL., Ap1·iz 6, 192!. 

Senate <Jh.amber, Washington, D. 0. 
Sm : The question of contracting for Ceylon graphite came up re

cently, and we have to defer such proceedings pending the action of the 
United States Senate on what is known as the H. R. 11815 bill, disposed 
of by the House on a basis of a 10 per cent tariff. 

The Senate bill being prepared, we understand, has doubled this tax. 
A. good many of the people are wondering what Congress is trying to 

do. We have the income tax to pay, then a surtax, and now a tariff 
tax. The people at large are in a quandary to know whether our 
representatives in Congress are representing the people or some other 
interests, or whether they are trying to perpetuate themselves in office, 
or whether our whole foundation of government as administered in 
Washington is only a political basis rather than a business basis. The 
people are be~nning to think tbe G-Overnment is giving no thought to 
business conditions and that it is all political activity. 

We are told that some of the Senators and Congressmen are deeply 
interested in American graphite mines, and that it is for a personal 
interest that they are promoting the extreme penalty of tariff on 
Ceylon lead, a commodity that can not be produced in America. 

Why tax such commodities? It simply means passing the burden on 
to the consumer. Congress is burdening the consumer to death. There 
is no incentive for business men to invest capital in business as long 
as our Government in Washington is being handled on a political basis 
without any consideration of buS"iness conditions. 

The people expected something from this Congress, but I am fearful 
that a large number of Senators and Congressmen will be defeated, as 
the people are losing patience and confidence in their present representa
tives, and if it is possible to get business men in Congress, the people 
are going to let the politicians stay at home. 

What is the sense or reason for taxing a commodity that can not be 
produced in this country and should come In free for the benefit of 
American people? 

Will you please answer this question? 
Respectfully yours, 

BLACK SILK STOVll POLISH WORKS, 
L. K. WYNN, Preside·nt. 

JERSEY CITY, N. J., April. !9, 192S. 
Hon. JOSEPH FRlllLINGHUYSIDN, 

Washington, D. 0. 
D»AR Sm : As our business is largely dependent on our being able to 

obtain supI>lles at re:isonab1e prices, we feel compelled to appeal to you 
regarding the tariff as applied to graphite or plumbago. After several 
hearings and much consideration, Senate bill reported April 10, 1922, 
cans for the following rates. : 

Graphite, amorphous, 10 per cent ad valorem ; graphite, lump, chip, 
and dust, 20 per cent ad valorem (Ceylon) ; graphite flake, 2 cents per 
pound (Madagascar). 

The above suggested increase in the co.st of graphite would entail 
somewhat of a hardship on our business, but since the above bill was 
reported an amendment has been oft:ered by Senator NrCHOLSO~, of 
Colorado changing the original bill to read as follows : 

Graphite, amorphous, from 10 per cent to 1 cent per pound ; graphite, 
lump, chip, and dust, from 20 per cent ad valorem to 3 cents per pound 
(Ceylon) ; graphite, flake, from 2 cents per pound to 5 cents per pound 
(Madagascar). 

Duties proposed by this. ame~ent add from 100 per cent to ~00 per 
cent to the present import selling price of these grades. Crucibles are -. 
now selling at less than hall what they were during the war per1od. 

Notwithstanding reports to the contrary, the a-vernge Americ::rn 
graphite can not be sub~tltuted for the more granular Ceylon C'ryRtalline 
graphite, and if this large duty is levied the crucible user will be legis
lated against in two ways : First, by ha'9irrg to pay more for his 
crucibles: second, he will get crucibles of an inferior quality. 

We understand that this duty is laid with the idea of favoring the 
southern graphite promoter. At the same time it must be borne in 
mind that it wiff operate direetly against the user of the graphite 
crucible and against the manufacturer of that article. 

When we consider the rapid development of tbe electric melting fur
nace it is perfectly evident tba.t in the face of increa e in the cost of 
crucibles and a decrease in the quality it will very seriously op:era.te 
again t the crucible industry, and therefore against the large m:e of 
graphite. 

It the price of crucibles is made prohibitive, naturally the graphite 
mdustry will be eliminated. 

We most earnestlv protest the high rluty ral1ed fo-r by the NU!holson 
amendment to the SenA te bill and tru. t you will u e your influence in 
every way possible against its passage. 
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G1·aphite, you will kindly note,· has been on the free list upward o! 
50 y~a rs, and if you nc.w feel a duty should be placed on same !or reve
nu<>, p: t>aRe <lo so with a vie\v of saving the crucible industry, where at 
least 7U per cent of the crysta1line graphite produced in the world is 
DOW USl'd. 

It i.;; our opinion that graphite should be continued on the free list 
arnl there has be<>n no good reason why it should be placed on the 
dutiable .li.-t; we therefore hope you will use your vote and influence to 
continue graphite on the free list. 

Very truly yours, 
E. A. WILLIAMS & SON (INC.), 
THOMAS H. WILLIAMS, President. 

PRESIDENT OF THE SE::\'ATE, 
Washington, D. 0. 

NEWARK, N. J ., May 1, 19i?S. 

Dllil.R Sm : As our business is largely dependent on our being able to 
obtain supplies at reasonable prices, we feel compelled to appeal to you 
rega~ding the tariff as applied to l?raphite, or plumbago, After several 
hearings and much consideration, Senate bill reported April 10 calls for 
the following rates: 

Graphite, amorphous, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
Graphite: Lump, chip, and dust, 20 per cent ad valorem (Ceylon). 
Graphite flake, 2 cents per pound (Madagascar). 
The above uggested increase in the cost of graphite would entail 

some\Yhat of a hardship on our business, but since the above bill was 
repo rted an amendment to said bill has been offered by Senator NICHOL
SON, of Colorado, changing the bill, original, as follows : 

Hrapbite, amorphous, from 10 per cent ad valorem to 1 cent a pound. 
Graphite: Lump, chjp, and dust, from 20 per cent ad valorem to 3 

cents a pound. 
Graphite flake, from 2 to 5 cents a pound. 
It is our opinion that graphite should be continued on the free list, 

and there has been no good reason advanced why it should be placed 
on t11e dutiable list, and we therefore hope you will use your vote and 
infiut>nce to continue graphite on the free list. 

Yours truly, 
F. & H. FOUNDRY CO. (INC.). 
C. Fru.Nz. 

THE PLUMBAGO CRUCIBLE ASSOCIATIO ', 

- Hon. JOSEPH s. FRELINGHUYSE::-<, 
New York, May 1, 1922. 

United States Senator, Waslltirrgton, D. 0 . 
DEAR :MR. SENATOR: Your support is earnestly solicited in the effort 

of the graphite crucible manufacturers of the United States to protect 
themselves against the series of rates on graphite--<>r plumbago, as it 
is generally called-proposed in an amendment to the pending tariff bill 
by Senator NICHOLSON, of Colorado. 

In the House bill a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem bad been assessed 
against graphite of all kinds, with which we were content, realizing the 
n eed for more revenue, although for 50 years Congress bas recognized 
our necessity to purchase abroad and bas permitted graphite to remain 
on the free list. 

The European war required measures and activities that were un
economic and that would be ineffectual in peace times. Certain inter· 
ests, chiefly located in the South, now desire to capitalize those necessi· 
ties and are claiming that high tariff rates must be put into effect to 
protect an infant industry-the American graphite producPr. 

1-'bis infant industry bas been in existence for about 60 years, and 
in pre-war times was able to market so much of its product as could be 
used for crucible 11urposes. 

Unfortunately, it has always been and still is necessary to supple
ment this domestic product with imported graphite of a grade that will 
enable the crucible manufacturers to make a high-grade and satisfac
tor~ crucible. 

'!here are 13 manufacturers of crucibles using graphite as the prin
cipal ingredient of their product. Not one of them has been able to 
use a large percentage of domestic graphite and produce a crucible 
competitively satisfactory in quality. 

If we can not produce crucibles that will provide a melting cost 
within reasonable limits imported crucibles will be used. 

l\foreover, should crucible costs be too high other methods of melting 
will be developed and extended, to the entire elimination of the crucible 
industry and the consequent reduction in graphite consumption, both 
domestic and foreign. 

Would the Gove.rnment not be better off to establish a low tariff rate 
on a l::trge import rather than a high rate on a reduced and vanishing 
import? · 

Notwithstanding assertions continuously reiterated, this is the situ
ation existing to-day. If economic conditions require that we submit 
to extinction, we can submit, but we do not wish to be forced out of 
business without a vigorous protest. 

Should not the graphite industry in this country be permitted to 
build itself up on its own merits, instead of by means of a subsidy? 
Is it fair to lay a compulscrl tax on every user of a graphite product 
to induce consumption of merican graphite, which is unfitted by 
character and quality for all the mechanical purposes in which graphite 
is now used? 

We hesitate to arouse the crucible-consuming public to the serious
nes of the situation and flood the mails with their protests, neither 
do we deem this to be necessary to convince one of your broad knowl
edge of the urgency of this request for your support and protection, 
not only for ourselves but also for those users of ou.r products who are 
actually interested in maintaining our manufacturing prestige. 

This defensive struggle bas been carried on for almost four years. 
It is a matter of record in the tariff bearings, and we will be glad to 
furnish you with additional data or answer any questions you may 
care to ask. 

Yours truly, c. H. ROHRBACH, Sec1·etary. 

JERSEY CITY, N. J., May s, 192g. 
Hon. JOSEPH s. FRELINGHUYSEN, 

United States Senate, Wa-shfngtot~, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: Without desire to interfere in the matter of proper duties 

to be levied on manufactured goods, we do believe, and we know our 
contemporaries agree, that where raw materials not available in this 
country are concerned, they should come in free in so far as that is 
possible. 

. Our attention has been called to paragraph 213 of the Senate tarift 
bill ddty on graphite: Amorphous, 10 per cent ad valorem ; lump, chip, 
and dust, 20 per cent ad >alorem ; flake, 2 cents per pound. 

These, we understand , are not produced in the United States or can 
they be. Why, therefore, add to the consumer's burden by thi un
necessary tariff? 

We ask that yoa vote against it. 
Yours very truly, 

VOORHllllS RUBBER MANUFACTURING Co., 
G. F. COVELL, Sal-es Manager. 

NEWARK, N. J., May -i, 1922. 
Hon. Jos. s. FRELINGHUYSEN, 

United States Senate, Wa.shington, D. O. 
DEAR Mn. FnELINGHUYSl!lN : We wish to direct your attention to 

parag~aph 213 of the Senate tariff bill, calling for a duty on foreign 
graphite, as follows : Amorphous, 10 per cent ad valorem ; lump, chip, 
and dust, 20 per cent ad valorem; and flake graphite, 2 cents per 
pound. 

The above rates have been amended by Senator NICHOLSON, of Colo
rado, as follows : Amorphous, 1 cent per pound ; lump, chip, and dust, 
3 cents.per. pound; and fla~e, 5 cents per pound. 

Cons1denng the commodity, these rates certainly are enormous. .As 
one of the users of foreign graphite, we strenuously object to any 
duty on same, because it will only add to the burden of the con
sumer, who will be compelled to pay the price; for where foreign 
graphi~e must be used, the American product can not take its place. 

In VIew of the foregoing, we can not urge you too strongly to oive 
this matter your consideration, and to offer an amendment permitting 
foreign crystalline graphite, or Ceylon plumbago, to corue in free of 
duty. 

We can assw·e you that your kind attention to this matter will be 
highly appreciated. 

Respectfully yours, 
EMPRESS MANUFACTURING Co. (INC.). 

RIVERSlDl!l, N. J., Ma.y 8, 1922. 
Hon. JOSEPH s. FRELINGHUYSEN, 

Chairman of the Finance Ootntnittee, 
United States Senate, Washingtoti, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm : We have noted the amendment offered by Senator NICHOL
so~, of Colorado, materially increasing the graphite schedule f1:om 
that reported in the Senate bill of April 10, 1922, and inasmuch as 
we are large users of graphite crucibles, we thought it well to call 
your attention to the amendment and advise you that it has been our 
experience that crucibles manufactured from domestic g1·aphite are 
much inferior to those containing the foreign product, and we feel that 
if this higher duty is levied, that crucible users will be harmed in two 
ways: · 

1. By having to pay more for crucibles. 
2. That they would be able to obtain crucibles only of an inferior 

quality. 
In view of this, it is our hope that graphite may be continued on 

the free list, where it has been for many yearn, thus enabling us to 
obtain a higher grade of crucible at a reasonable price. 

Very truly yours, 

Senator JOSEPH FRELINGHUYSEN, 
Washington, D. 0. 

THE RIVERSIDJJ METAL Co., 
H. L. RANDALL, President. 

DOVER, N. J., May 8, 1922. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: The question of a recent amendment offered by 
one of the western Senators calls for a duty of 3 cents per pound on 
Ceylon plumbago. r::r'here is no reason in this, because there ha never 
been anything found in America which will take the place of Ceylon 
for foundry practice. If there was an American-mined material that 
was satisfactory, we would gladly use it, as we favor protection to ·home 
industries, but this is one or the products with which there is no honest 
competitiqn in America. It means to us the manufacturer must pay 
this 3 cents a pound, and then we must pay the 3 cents a pound and a 
profit on that to the manufacturer. We believe it is all wrong. 

Trusting you can see your way clear to combat this matter, we re
main, 

Yours very truly, 
RICHARDSON & BOYNTON Co., 
WILLIAM L. R. LYr o, Secretary. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, the committee, how
ever, did accept the statement that domestic flake was of ac
ceptable quality for making crucibles. It desired to give pro
tection to the mines, and placed a duty of 2 cents a pound on 
that product which in the market now is selling for 4 cents a 
pound. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. l\Ir. President, after listening to the let
ters read by the senior Senator from New Jersey from the gen
tlemen connected with the crucible companies, it would seem 
that they are gentlemen of great adaptability. When they are 
asking for free raw products, the American graphite is of a 
very inferior quality, as indicated by the letters read by the 
Senator. · Let me call the attention of the Senator, however, to 
an advertisement of the American-made crucibles manufactured 
by the Jonathan Bartley Crucible Co., showing what they have 
to say about them: 

Primarily called " Victory.," because they represent a triumph <Jt 
American skill, perseverance, methods, and materials' over foreign 
materials. 

At that time they did not call attention to the fact that this 
graphite was of inferior character; and I submit that when they 
had these advertisements sent broadcast throughout the land 
they were either imposing upon the general public or they are 
not honest with the general public now. 

1\fr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, Ule graphite which is being 
imported is inferior to tbe grapllite produced in the United 
States. The finest flake graphite in the world is produced in 
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the mines of my State, and there is quite a supply of it in 
tho. e mines. They were operated for a little while during the 
war, when the Government .needed some of this material; and 
since the war is over, and the graphite mined by the slave 
labor of Ceylon is coming in, and some from Mexico, these 
mines have closed. They are shut tight now. They are not 
moving a peg, and the people who worked in these mines are 
out of employment, and the people who bought these mines 
and invested their money in them have them on their hands, 
and they are unable to operate them under present conditions. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President--
:The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 

yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I am glad to yield to the Senator from New 

Jersey. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I want the Senator to understand 

clearly that I did not say that the domestic flake graphite was 
of inferior quality to the imported product. I understand that 
the domestic product of flake graphite is equal in quality to 
the imported product. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, it seems to me the Senator 
1'rom Colorado [Mr. NICHOLSON] has justified the contention 
that some import tax should be laid upon the graphite brought 
into the United States. We ha\e heard a good deal, and espe
cially from the distinguished Senator from New Jersey, to the 
.effect that he is trying to protect the laboring man, that he 
wants to do something for the ~boring man in the United 
States. Here is an opportunity to put to work laboring men 
who are now out of employment; who are seeking something 
to do ; and if there is anything in the position of the Republican 
Party that it is the friend of the laboring man and will do 
something for an industry in order to give working people 
employment there, how can the Senator justify the position he 
is taking in farnr of making graphite free? 

l\lr. FRELINGHUYSEN. l\lr. President--
Mr. HEFLIN. J am not a free trader. I believe in d~riving 

revenue for the Government from imports, and if an incidental 
benefit goes to those who own the mines, well and good. I 
yield to the Senator from :New Jersey. 

l\lr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have no objection to the Sena
tor's efforts to discredit my statements, but I want him to be 
accurate when he attempts to repeat a statement I have made. 
He asks why I want graphite put on the free list. I have not 
asked that graphite be placed on the free list. I have simply 
supported the committee amendment-that the duty on flake 
graphite shall be placed at 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Does the Senator think that is an adequate 
rate? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I feel that it is, with the imported 
article selling at 4 cents a pound. Does the Senator want a 
higher rate of duty? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I want whatewr is just and necessary, and 
the Senator from Colorado ha shown, it eems to me, that the 
rate provided for by the Senator from New Jersey and those 
with him on the committee is not quite suflicient. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator from Alabama has 
an industry in bis State which produces flake graphite. He 
ought to know the cost of production and what rate is neces
sary to protect it. Of course, now that he has left the fold of 
free trade and has come into the fold of protection, I would 
like to have him state to the committee and to the Senate 
what rate he thinks would protect his industry, and the work
ingmen of Alabama, about whom he is talking. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I am not a free trader, as I 
stated at the outset. I belie'e in a tariff for revenue. I 
stated before that if incidental aid goes to those who own 
or work in the mine, all well and good; but a Republican 
can not justify his position when be stands here and advocates 
a tariff, and a high tariff at that, for one thing, as the Senator 
from New Jersey did last night when he secured a tariff tax 
on sand, and then oppose a proposition so meritorious as that 
of deriving revenue and incidentally aiding an American in
oustry now closed and out of business. 

Mr. BUHSUM. l\lr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 

yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I gladly yield. 
Mr. BURSUM. I desire to obtain some light as to the facts 

relating to the cost of production. The Senator from New Jer
sey submitted that fiake graphite, which is produced in Ala
bama, can be utilized to advantage, that it is of sufficient 
quality, and that the selling price will be around 4 cents per 
pound. Can the Senator from Alabama tell us the cost of pro
duction and marketing of this flake graphite, which is pro
duced in Alabama? 

Mr. HEFLIN. It varies. I am unable to say exactly what 
the cost of production is; but I am able to say to the Senator 
that the mines are closed. There is no production now. There 
are no sales now. The laborers are gone. The mines are shut 
up. These people are seeking employment, and the investments 
there are idle. Where is the Republican Party going to find 
escape from a proposition like that, when it voted to tax salt, 
which everybody consumes, and this is an effort to protect a 
great corporation which uses flake graphite produced in my 
State? 

The other night we asked the genial and distinguished Sena
tor from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] how he justified a 
tax on sand, and he expressed the fear that the sand sifters 
and sand sellers of the United States would have serious com
petition some time from those who haul sand into the United 
States. 

The tariff he succeeded in getting put on it is founded upon 
the fear or upon his very splendid and vivid. imagination. Two 
or three ships came from abroad, having sold American prod
ucts in foreign markets, and needing something as ballast, to 
hold the ships steady in the sea, they took on a cargo of sand, 
came home and unloaded, and gave somebody up in New Jersey 
an opportunity to say, " Here is a chance to increase the price 
of sand to the American consumer, by saying that we see a 
bugaboo of competition in sand coming from abroad," when 
the sea is heaving sand up by the millions of tons, and tllere is 
no such thing as exhausting the supply of sand. As I ~aid 
in my speech the other night, the Bible reminds us of the in.
exhaustible supply of the sands of the sea, and yet the Senator 
from New Jersey succeeded in getting a tariff on sand, and 
he is now fighting a proposition to lay a tariff upon graphite, 
when the American mines are closed, and the foreigners have 
got the American market all to themselves. 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President, does the Senator 
from Alabama understand that the handsome and brilliant 
Senator from New Jersey is afraid that somebody will bring 
sand in from the Sahara Desert? 

1\Ir. HEFLIN. It may be that some such fear disturbs him. 
Mr. EDGE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from .Alabama 

yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield. 
l\fr. EDGE. I understand that flake graphite is on the free 

list under the Underwood law. I would like to ask our new 
and welcome conn~·rt to protection why there was not an effort 
made when the Underwood bill was under discussion to place 
a tariff on flake graphite. At that time they apparently 
thought that it was not necessary. 

1\lr. HEFLIN. At the time that law was enacted the in
dustry did not exist in the United States to amount to any
thing, and I do not lmow whether any effort was .IDN..de to have 
any tax laid on the imports of graphite at that time or not. The 
industry sprang . up out of necessity. The Government called 
for investigations to see what we had, and it resulted in find
ing one of the greatest graphite mines in the world down in my 
State, producing the very finest flake graphite on earth. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, before the Senator 
starts this sand storm of his again, will he kindly answer my 
question and tell me what duty he is pleading for to protect 
his industry in Alabama? He has failed to answer my question. 
I should like to have him state whether he is for the duty 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. NICHOLSON], or 
whether he is for the committee duty, 2 cents. I should like to 
have an answer to that question. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I am very grateful to the 
distinguished Senator from New Jersey for suggesting sand 
storms. That is better than the sand I talked about. They 
saw a sand storm up there on the seashore, and they had an 
idea that sand was being blown from abroad, and they under
took to put a wall up to protect the Rand sifters and sellers 
of New Jersey. That is what the Senator succeeded in doing 
the other night. He succeeded in having a tariff tax put on 
sand. I told how the people would be affected by it, that every
body who used glass, plain glass, cut glass, and every other kind 
of glass would be affected. Under tl1is bill the mirror in which 
they look upon their manly and handsome forms, as the dis
tinguished Senator from New Jersey can do, is taxed. They 
make glass out of this beautiful white sand, and I never 
dreamed that the day would come when they would tax the 
sands of the se~ and undertake to build a wall to keep people 
from bringing sand into the United States. But it is clone, and 
I am pleading, and the Senator from Colorado is pleading, 
for the imposition of an import tax \Yhich will br;ng revenue 
to the Guvernment and a little aid to an American industry 
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which is being choked t<> death by the position of a big cor
poration in New Jersey that uses gl'aphite. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 

yi ld to the Senator from Kentucky? 
1\fr. HEFLIN. I yield to the brilliant Senator from Ken· 

tacky. 
:Mr. STANLEY. My colleague overlooks one fact in pleading 

for thi duty upon graphite. The argument that you ought to 
equalize the labor costs at home and abroad is made for every 
protective duty. This graphite in Alabama is produced by 
highly skilled and intelligent labor. The principal supply of 
graphite coming into this c-0nntry, as I understand it, comes 
from the island of Ceylon, where naked Asiatics, in a tropical 
clime, live on coconuts, are covered with a single cotton shift, 
if they wear anything, and get a few cents a day for mining 
this graphite, which comes o-ver here as ballast. 

1\1r. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I want to correct 
the Senator. The kind of graphite which comes from Ala
bama is comparable only with that which comes from l\lada
gascar, not Ceylon, possibly both employing the same color of 
labor. 

1\fr. STANLEY. The Senator goes from bad to worse. Labor 
conditions are worse in Madagascar, if anything, than they 
are in Ceylon, but it is the same kind of labor. 

Neither of the distingui hed Senators from New Jersey will 
deny that there is no comparison between the condition of the 
.foreign laborer and the American laborer with his family, his 
home, and his high level of wages, with his children to educate, 
and all that sort of thing. He is put out of business, as 
I understand it, by naked, blanket-wearing, polygamous, Poly
n ian savages, and now come the two Senator from New 
Jersey with the blanket of the savage, waving it like a banner 
in this assemblage. 

In addition to that, beside the question of equalizing the 
labor cost is the question of fostering an infant industry. This 
industry still has the bottle in its mouth. It is a war baby. 
They discovered this graphite in certain secti-0ns during the 
war. when we could not import it. It has its hippens on, and 
yet these 'great protectionist Senators come here and kill an in
dustrial baby because it happens to live down South. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. l\Ir. President, I have a ked the 
Senator from Alabama what rate of protection he wants. I 
should like to ask the Senato1· from Kentuch.J7, the Senator from 
Alabama having failed to answer the question, what rate of 
duty he believes should be placed upon thi Alabama corpora
tion which the Senator from Alabama is defending, which, I 
understand, is owned by eastern capltalists? 

Mr. STANLEY. I would not give them a red copper. I am 
exposing, in the discussion of this graphite item, the whole 
callous, conscienceless hypocrisy of these pleaders for Ameri
can labor. Is not a man digging graphite in Alabama in as 
honest an employ as a man working a loom in Connecticut or 
in New Jersey? Is not the man who is engaged in this busine s 
as much an American citizen as a silk spinner in Paterson, 
N. J.? Why this difference? What argument can you make in 
favor of the 200 per cent on silk that you can not make for 10 
per cent on graphite? This graphite proposition is a fine illus
trat·lon of the utter indiffere.nce, e-ven to consistency, of the 
trust-mad, protection-mad ad-vocates of this incoherent make
shift, this crazy quilt of a bil1. 

If the Senator from Alabama will permit, I will call his ·atten
tion to the reason why you can not get a duty on graphite 
but can get it on silk and can get it on the cotton fabrics 
of New Jersey and can get it on any other thing, thouah 
you can not get it on the fertilizer for the farmer. It is be
cause the plain, voiceless millions do not buy graphite to any 
extent. 

It is sold to the greatest trust in the world, the owners of 
crucibles, the men who make this fine crucible steel, who have 
cost sheets, who know the bun-combe and the absurdity, who 
know the naked, silly falsity of the charge that a man will pay 
more for labor because he makes more from his business, who 
know what you pay for labor, what you pay for materials, what 
you must pay in the open market of the country, and they tell 
you they do not want any duty on graphite. The same powers, 
the same tru ts, the same masters tbat demand the duty upon 
the finished product will take it off CYf the raw material, and 
you obey both, taking the public for driveling fools. 

Mr. FRELIKGHUYSEN. Mr. President--
Ur. HEFLIN. I am glad to yield to the S nator from New 

Jersey. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. They do not say they do not want 

a duty on graphite. They want a duty of 50 pet· cent ad va
lorem. The. are willing to stancl it, although they say they 
c.'an not use the American product. 

Mr. STAL~EY. Does not the Senator know that a duty ot 
2 cents on graphite produced in Alabama would not protect it 
one minute against the practically pure ores found in Mada
gascar and Ceylon? It would not produce an ounce of .Alabama 
graphite, and the Senator knows it. That is handing us a 
gold brick. 

Mr. HEFLIN. l\Ir. President, the Senator from Kentucky 
has pointed out that the graphite which comes from over the 
seas into our country and now controls the American market 
is produced by slaves. I am told that the graphite diggen; over 
there get 3 cents a day. The American miner of graphite can 
not compete with those conditions. It will be difficult for Sena
tors on the other side of the Chamber, who are not willing now 
to aid an infant industry ju t getting on its feet, to explain 
their position on this item. 

The war ended and the graphite from abroad came in and 
knocked this American graphite infant down, and it is lying 
there now prone upon the ground. The Republican leader 
who have boa ted of their friendship for American industry 
have here an opportunity to show their friendship for this in
dustry in my State, which has been driven out of the American 
market by the graphite of foreign countries. 

The Senator from New J'ersey reminds the Senate and re
minds me that I am defending an industry in my State 
owned by eastern capital. I do not care where the capital comes 
from. It is American money. It is the money of American 
citizens, and when they come to my State to invest their 
money I want them treated fairly. In coming to my State~ 
the greatest State in the Union, they show good judgment 
and good taste. I give them whole-hearted welcome. I want 
e'\"ery legitimate industry in my State to pro per. I want 
the laboring man, who is dependent upon his skill, hi genius, 
and bis strength, to have something to do and a decent wage 
which will enable him to provide the wherewith to. take care 
of himself and family. 

I would like to see the mines in my State opened again. I 
would like to go out and gather in the men who are now 
running around seeking employment and eking out a disagree
able existence. Here is an opportunity to take men from tile 
army of the unemployed, give them something to do, and tart 
the wheels of the graphite industry humming down in my 
State. Is it to be said tlrnt a foreign concern or a great cor
poration which uses the products of that foreign concern has 
more influence in the United States Senate than the common 
iights of American labor and the welfare of American indu. -
try? It remains to be seen, Mr. President, by the vote upon 
this question. Here is an industry closed, out of bu iness, 
and the men who worked there out of employment. 

I am not an expert upon the matter of rates. I do not know 
what is a fair and just rate. The Senator from Colorado has 
shown that the rate agreeable to the Senator from New Jer ey 
[l\fr. FRELINGHUYSEN] is not sufficient. I think there ought to 
be a duty omewhat larger than the one offered by the c-0m
mittee. 

I want to ay to the distinguished Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN], who voted to put a tax upon salt, that 
he did the thing which helped to produce the French Revo
lution. That was one of the causes of the French Revolution, 
because e\ery man, woman, and child used salt, and wheu 
the King insi ted upon taxing the salt of the French people 
they rebelled against it. So I say that was one of the thing" 
which brought about the French Revolution. I have seen the 
Senator vote to put salt upon the tax list, bearing a bm·den 
of 40 cents a sack. Every man, woman, and child in the e-0un
try uses alt. The Senator is not now willing to place a fair 
tax upon graphite, which is used by one great corporate con
cern in his State. He is willing to depTive the Government 
of the revenue that it would derive on foreign graphite and 
willing to turn the American grapWte market over to foreign 
graphite free, while the producers of American graphite are 
forced to close their mines. 

The cause of American labor does not seem to hang very heavily 
now upon the conscience of the Senator from New Jersey. The 
desire to aid an infant indu try seems to have been lo ·t some
where in the protection head of the Senator from Kew Jersey now. 
Here is a concrete proposition of doing justice to an Ameri
can industry, aiding the industI·y to get upon its feet, and the 
Senator and hi colleagues have attacked the propo ition of 
extending that helping hand to that American indu-·tr:r. Oh, 
" Consistency, thou art a jewel ! " 

I submit that by imposing an import duty on foreign 
graphite we can put money in the United State Trea ury anu 
prevent the ruin of an infant indusb·y in our own1 cO'tlntry. 

Mr. WALSH of .Ma achu ett.·. l\11. Pre ident. ·'K'· nli1rnritv 
members of the Finance Committee are not onl!-' op1wsd.1 to tl1 
amendment offered by the Senator froru Colorado [!ilr. ~IUHOL-
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soN], but belie·rn that this product should be upon the.free list, 
''"here it has been for 50 years. During those 50 years there 
have grown up in this country many substantial industries en
gaged in the business of manufacturing graphite products. They 
are very numercus. Graphite is used extensively in the manu
fachlre of stove polish, in the making of pencils, crucibles, 
fouudry facings, motor brushes, and other like commodities, 
with factories located in all parts of the country. 

A good deal has been said upon this subject, but it seems to 
me the real question is this: Does the imported graphite com
!)ete with the domestic graphite? The evidence which I have 
obtained from manufacturers of graphite products in my State 
shows that it does not. I want to say in this connection that all 
the small foundries in the country, and there are an exceedingly 
large number of them, use graphite in making foundry products. 
The information which I get from the foundries in my State 
is to the effect that the imported graphite does not compete with 
the domestic graphite, that the domestic graphite is not suit
able or fit for making certain graphite products which this 
and other industries are manufacturing. As has been said by 
the Senator from New Jersey, the domestic graphite is used in 
mall quantities by mixing it with the imported graphite. 

The best proof, however, that the imported graphite does not 
compete with the domestic graphite is in the matter of price. 
The undisputed information shows that we have been importing 
a much larger amount of graphite than has been mined in 
America and that the prices of the imported graphite have been 
in excess of the prices of the domestic product. It is absurd 
to claim, if the domestic graphite was equal in quality to the 
imported graphite, that our manufacturers would refuse to use 
the domestic graphite and to their own loss pay a higher price 
to the importers for the foreign graphite. 

The figures furnished to us by the Tariff Commission show 
that in the last nine years the average price of the domestic 
graphite has been $11.45 per ton; the a1erage price of the 
Mexican graphite has been $36.39 per ton, and the average price 
of the Korean graphite $20 per ton. What more proof do we 
need that the imported graphite does not compete with the do
me tic? Our manufacturers are not fools. Our business men 
are not going into foreign markets to pay $36 per ton for graph
ite if they can buy a graphite of equal quality and serviceability 
in America for $11 per ton. 

Why have they been obliged to buy the foreign graphite and 
)Uy a higher price? It is because there are certain qualities 
iii the foreign graphite that are indispensible in the making of 
•ertain graphite products. For instunce, the graphite deposit in 
the Unite<l States is not suitable for manufacturing purposes, 
uch as stove _polish. Stove polish made from it lacks being 

glossy. Lead pencils made from it break too easily. For foun
lry purposes it lacks the necessary heat requirements. 
It is true that a chemical analysis of the domestic graphite 

nay show but very little difference between it and the foreign 
product, but the fact is that the domestic graphite is not com
peting with the foreign graphite. 

The question resolves itself into this: Our manufacturers of 
graphite products must have the imported graphite. What is 
it proposed to do in this amendment? It is proposed in the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado to impose 
upon the manufacturers a great burden, because, after all, we 
can not tell just how heavy a tax is being levied when we only 
speak of tariff duties in specific rates; but when those specific 
duties are transposed into ad valorem rates we can get some 
conception of the seriousness of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Colorado in the increased cost that will be exacted 
from the users of graphite in the various manufacturing indus
tries of the country. 

The present prices are very much below normal prices. It is 
hardly fair to measure the normal prices of graphite by the 
present prices, but at even present prices amorphous graphite, 
sell ing as it doPs for 1 cent per pound, would bear an ad 
valorem duty of 100 per cent under the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. NICHOLSON]. Lump graphite, 
selling for from 6 to 8 cents per pound, would bear an ad 
valorem rate of from 38 to 50 per cent per pound. Flake 
graphite, selling for from 3 to 4 cents per pound, would bear 
an ad valorem rate of from 133 to 167 per cent. 

Under normal prices let us see how the computation would 
work out. On amorphous graphite, which sells normally for 2 
cents per pound, the duty suggested by the Senator from Colo
rado in his amendment would be equivalent to an ad valorem. 
rate of 50 per cent ; on lump graphite, at the normal price of 
10 cents per pound, the rate proposed by the amendmeht offered 
by the Senator from Colorado would be equivalent to an ad 
valorem duty of 30 per cent, and on flake graphite, at the nor
mal price of 7 cents per pound, the ad valorem equivalent would 
be about 71 pe:r cent. 

The minority members. of the Finance Committee, as I have 
Ila.id, not only are opposed to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Colorado but will support the amendment to be 
offered by the Senator from Michigan which, I understand, is 
designed to place amorphous graphite upon the free list. If 
that amendment shall be adopted, I shall then move an amend
ment putting the graphite in the other brackets, lump and flake, 
upon the free list likewise. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to me? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield to the Senator from 
Michigan. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. It was suggested by the Senator from 
Colorado that the placing of a duty by the Committee on Fi
nance on amorphous graphite had been compensated for by an 
increase of duty on some of the products manufactured from 
amorphous graphite. If that be true, I desire to state now 
that if the proposal to put amorphous graphite on the free list 
shall prevail I shall be very willing, indeed, to have reduced 
the duties on the products manufactured from amorphous graph
ite which have been increased because of the duty imposed 
by the bill on the raw product. As I have said heretofore, 
while I am a protectionist, I agree with the Senator from 
Massachusetts that no industry in the United States can be 
protected, encouraged, or benefited, in my judgment, by placing 
a duty on this product which, under the present state of art, at 
least, must be imported from abroad in order to meet the de
mands of the trade. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I am very 
glad to have the additional statement of the Senator from 
Michigan. I want to call attention to the seriousness of the 
situation brought about by the committee amendment as it 
affects the manufactmer of graphite products. The Senator 
from Michigan has spoken about its effect upon the users of 
amorphous graphite. I want to say a word to show how it 
will add materially to the cost of the finished products manu
factured from flake graphite. 

The Senator from New Jersey [l\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN] said 
that flake graphite is now selling for 4 cents a pound; yet the 
committee proposes to put a duty of 2 cents per pound-50 pe:t 
cent ad valorem-on flake graphite. It is proposed overnight to 
take that commodity from the free list and impose upon it an 
ad valorem duty of 50 per cent. How can that be justified! · 

The trouble with this bill is that on the raw materials, which · 
are among the first items we have considered, the rate have 
been placed so high that when we come to the fini hed product, 
in order to provide compensatory duties, a pyramid has been 
built up until the rates proposed reach the sky line, so that 
the cost of living and the cost of the manufacturing products in 
this counb:y will be up higher than ever. There can not be 
any other result from the action proposed. It would almo t 
seem, however unbelievable it may be, that those who drafted 
this bill not only propose to keep prices up but really to in
crease prices, for nothing else can happen in view of the high 
rates that have been placed upon so-called raw mate1ials which 
go into the finished product. Here is an example in an increase 
of 50 per cent ad valorem. I have some figures which I will 
read in a moment from some of the manufactmers of my State, 
one of whom informed me by telegram this morning that bis 
consumption of flake graphite amounts to $50,000 per year. 
Now, it is proposed to place a duty of 50 per cent ad valorem 
upon the raw product used by this manufacturer, which means 
that on this one little article which is used in the manufactur
ing of graphite products a duty of $25,000 must be paid. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President--
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield to the Senator. 
~1r. WALSH of Montana. I inqui1·e of tbe Senator, if we are 

going to apply the principle of imposing duties upon articles of 
domestic production sufficient to equalize the difference between 
the cost of production at home and abroad-and that is the 
principle which it is said has controlled the committee---what 
objection could there be to a duty of 2 cents a pound on 
graphite? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. None whatever; in fact, the 
duty ought to be more. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. In other words, in this particular 
case the committee has not observed any such rule. 

l\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. No; but I think this particu
lar case has this further difference--! am not convinced that the 
foreign graphite competes with the domestic graphite. The in
formation that comes to me from the users of foreign graphite in 
America-and I am going to read some letters to confirm that 
statement-is that they are not in serious competition. How
ever, it would make no difference whether they were or not, so 
far as this item in the bill is concerned. These rates have been 
agreed to haphazardly, according to information furnished for 
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the most :nart by industries- developed dm:ing the war, and 
which made-, ex-cessiive profits. The gTaphit.&mining industq 
iS one of them. l\fore- graphite , mines werei opened during the 
war and more graphite stock. wa.s floated in America than ever 
before. This is reall~ an attempt to· protect a war baby, so 
called. an industry that came into being during the war; when 
it wa impossible to import sufficient graphite from foreign 
countries. 

l\fr. BORAH. Mr. President-
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I gladly yield to the Senator 

from Idaho. 
l\fr. BORAH. I understood the Senator to say that his infol"

mationi was that the fareig)l graphite did not come in, competi
tion wjtb the domestic graphite. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is· m~, information. 
Mr. BORAH. Then, if there- is no competition, what dif .. 

ference will it make to the manufacturer or to the· users of 
grnphite ini Massachusetts,· for instance, whether a tariff duty is 
levied? 

M:n. WALSH of Massachusetts. It will make nOJ difference, 
exrept that it will inrrease the cost of the raw material, which 
will be passed on to th consume!!. Graphite.. iS: now on the free 
list. as the Senator tmderstands. Under. one of the amendnrents 
now p1·oposed the imporood graphite. will have to pay a,.. duty 
equivalent to 50 per rent ad valoi:em. Therefore, the. manu
facturers who use this graphite· as . pm of their raw material 
will have to pass that burden to the- consumer oil the :finished 
product, and thereby increase the cost that much more. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. l\_br. President=-
l\fr. WALSH ofl J:l.fassaahusetts- I yield. 
Mr. BROUSSARD. :May I inquire of the Senator whether or 

not the commodities.. produced by the company which. is com
plaining against the r.ate on.graphite are- on the dutiable list or 
on the free list.? 

Mr. WALSH o~ Massachusetts. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
Will he· repeat his. question? 

l\Ir. BROUSSARD. I wish to know whether or not the arti
cles manufactured from . graphite. produced by the parties. who 
protest against the. duty on graphite enjoy: the benefits of pro
tection or ai:e on. the. free list? 

Mr. WALSH of Massaehusett& I can1 not tell the Senator 
without examining othev paragraphs o! the bill; but I think 
all of them axe on. the dutiable list •. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Then, is. it not fair, if. the: finished product 
i" on the dutiable list, to. put a duty on the raw product.? 

l\fr. WALSR of l\fa.s achusetts. - I quite agree with the Sen .. 
a tor as to that, but. on most of the finished products there are 
two duties. 

There iSt first, what is called a compensatory duty, which is 
duty on the finished article,- supposed to take care of. the-duty 
upon the raw material, and. then there is .also a protective duty. 
That is illustrated in the. case. of sh<>es. On shoes there is a 
compensatory duty levied in this bill because of the duty levied 
on. hide , and then tllere is a proteeti.ve duty iii addition to 
that for the bene.tit of the shoe manufacturer, supposed to repre
sent the difference in cost of manufa.cturing here and abroad. 

l\Ir. BROUSSARD. The parties who make the complaint of 
which the Senator from.. Massachusetts has spoken are not pro
testing against the duties which they enjoy under thiS-bill, are 
they? 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. They are complaining about 
new duties being.. placed upon. commodities. which axe now upon. 
the free list, duties so high as to be almost prohibitory. But I 
a.m complaining.. in the. interest of the public, who will finally 
pay all these duties. 

l\Ir. BROUSSARD. But they are not complaining against the 
additional protection which has been accorded their product? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Ma achusetts will pardon me, the answer to the question ad
dres ed to him by the Senator from Louisiana is found in para
graph 216, which provides : 
and a1·ttcles or wnre cOllll>Osed wholly or in part ot carbon or graphite, 
wholly or partly manufactured, not specially provided for, 4o per cent· 
ad valorem. 

In other-words, the bill imposes a duty of 10 per cent upon· the 
raw product and 45 per cent upon. the manufactured product.. I 
read as follows from the bill. 

PAR. 216. Carbons and electrodes, of whatever material composed, 
and wholly or partty manufactured, for producing electric arc light; 
electrodes, composed wholly or in. part ot ca:vbon or graphite. and 
wholly or partly manufaetured, for electric furnace or electrolytic 
purposes ; brushes, ot whatever material composed, and wholly or 
partly manufactured, for electric motors, generators, or other elec
trtcal machines or appliances; plam , rods,. and other torms; ot: w.hat. 
ever material composed and wholly Ol' partly manufactured, for manm 
facturing into tlte aforesaid orushes; and articles. or wares composed 
wholly ol' :In' part of Cllrbon or graph1te, wholly ol" partly manufactured, 
nut specially provided1 for, 45 per cen-t acl valoi'em; 

The 45 per cent rate applies, apparently, to all manufactures 
into w.hich graphite enters, including crucibles. ' 

Mr; W ALSR. or-Massachusetts. Mr. President, I will rrow 
read somer letters· whichl I have' received and which I think 
are important in view of the discussion which has taken place 
here· and the claim which has been urged that the im-ported 
graphite does compete with the domestic graphite. I first read 
from a letter from Hunt-Spiller Manufacturing Corporation, o! 
Boston, Mass. :· 

Rm"'T~SPILLER MANUFACTURING ConPORATION, 
"' BoSTON, June 10, 19-zg, 
.a.011. DAVID L. w .ALs:a, 

United Btate8 Senate, W'aBhin.gton, D. O. 
DEAR Sm: Replyfug to your$ of June 4 relative to the- proposed 

tari1f on graphite·: 
I have heen advised by the _ manufacturers of foundry taclngs of 

further proof that .American mine graphite can not be used in the 
manufacture· of crndbles and foundry facingS. 

The Dixon Crucible Co., of New York, probably the largest grnphite 
manufacturers in the world, own extensive graphite mine interests 
ill New York and .Alabama. They consider the .American crystalline 
graphite superior- to the imported for use in the manufacture of' lubri
cating: grease and some other purposes, but- it is consid red by th-em 
that this graphite can not be used in the manufacture of either crucibles 
or foundry facings. · 

Other manufacturers of these two comm-otllttes agree with the Dixon 
Co., that in the mixture ot graphite for crucibles or facings only 10 
per cent of domestic graphite can· be efficientlY' used. These facts are 
borne out from records obtained after experimenting tor seven con 
secuttrn years. I am advised that laboratory tests have shown that a 
larger percentage than 10 could be used, but practical use has demon:. 
strafed this to be only a theory. 
~e .American fiake graphite is much. thinner than the Ceylon 

grade, and takes up a larger percentage of clay in the mixturer This 
increased percentage· of clay prevents heating- the· clay in the mixture 
rapidly, and requires· about twice the time to bake, and uses double the 
amount of tuel. 

I feel that yon will agree with me that th1s matter ls a serious one, 
and I am furnishing the abo-ve information in order to assist you 
toward arriving at a decision. 

Yours very truly, 
PORCHASING DEPA.RTM:BlNT, 
A. G. CLU'B'.AS, <Jhief Olerk. 

H11N'l!-SPILL11a MANUll'ACTURINGI Con.POBATIDN, 
rr . Boston-,. May 31, 19!1. 
.a.on. DAVID I. W Al.SH, 

Senate Ohtt-mber, Wa.shington, D. a. 
Dua Sm: It has come to our knowledge· that a certain bill is n·ow· 

in• the hands ot the Wars and· Means Committee tha-t proposes puttiDg
a tari.ff on araphite. This bill is known as H. R. 11815, and as manu
facturers who are dependent on this raw material in the production ot 
our goods we strongly protest ag~1i.n8t it becoming- a law. 

We ar-e in.formed by the manufacturers of foundry facings, a com~ 
modity we use to a considerable extent, -that the tax imposed on the 
Ceylon lead that goes in to mnke up the manufacture of these foundry 
facings will advance the; cost ot this commodity to us fully 100 per 
cent. We. are furthw informed that this tax wiU not a.trord protec
tion. to any .American· industry, because domestic gi-aphite can. not be 
used succesS'fully in the manufacture· of foundry facings. 

We sincerely tru t that you will give this matter your earnest con· 
sideratio.n, as this bill is one that will not only seriously handicap 
manufacturing business in general but will also be disastrous to many 
old-established plants. 

Yours very truly, 

Hon. DAVID I. W.\LSH, 

PunCIUsrno D11P AllTMEN'.r, 
By .A. G. CLUKAs, OhU3f Olerk. 

SPRINGFIELD FACING CO., 
Springfield, JLa.88., August 17, 19f.1. 

8e-1iate Olumi ller, TVashington, D. O. 
DEAR Si:a.: The report of the House Ways and Mean.B Committee ot 

a tar11f' of 10 per cent ad valo1·em on graphite was so much better than 
the 6 cents per" pound; asked for by the Alabama.. graphite miners that' 
everyone has tried to feel satisfied, as the· .Alabama lobby has given the 
impression that they themselves were satisfted, but everyone is sur
prised now to find' they are still working with the Senate committee 
tor a 6 cent per pound tariff. Where there is one man employed in 
the graphite busines in this country there are over 1,000, and prob
ably 2 ,000, men-this is no exaggeration-who are employed in the 
brass- and steel operations who will be affected seriously by this tariff, 
and under no consideration will it be of much help to the Ala.bama 
people, as their goods can not be used in ma.king a desirable crucible. 

Tliere isn' t a brass foundry in New England but what would tell you 
that during- the war, when the Government insisted, upon crucibles con
taining 20 per cent Alabama, so as to make the stock ot Ceylon in this: 
country last longei; that the crucibles were very poor, did not last one
hal! as loni;-in fact, seldom' one-quarter as long-and on account of 
excessive clay that has to be used in making crucibles it took several 
times as long to beat the metal, adding extra cost !or the fuel and the 
time of workmen. Brass foundries, as a rule, have been very hard hit. 
and it certainly seems a crime to add any- extra burden for them to 
bear. 

Please use your influence to keep graphite <>n the free list, where it 
has been for the past 50 years, thus helping everyone in the steel and 
brass industries. 

Vecy truly yours, L- S.. BlwWN. 

WORCBSTER, MA.SS., .A.ug118t 18, 19!1. 
Hon. DAVID I. WALSH, 

United Btntes Senate; WaBldngton', D~ 0. 
MY DEAR' Sm: .Among the items that are to be brought to your atten

tion on the coming tariff program is- a:. IJrOposed duty and tar11f: on 
plumbago graphite, . or blac.k lead. 

Our industry is suffering, along with many otll.ers, in the general de· 
pl"ession now existing. The in'tlustry was· built' up with plumbago on 
tile. free list, so that in- these times; of s.tresSf it. is especially undesirable 
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that we should be further burdened with a tariff; 1n !act. lt 1s the 
worst time to burden us with the tariff, as the raw material heretofoi:e 
has always been on the free list. 

We are endeavoring to put our business on a pre-war basis as far 
as costs are concerned, and anything tk.at will increase our coats re
tards the returning of our industry to a firm basts. 

Those who furni h us with the crude graphite are making an honest 
endeavor to lower the cost of our raw material. 1tnd any addition.al cost 
In the way of duty on raw material will be disastrous. 

We therefore ask that yon may kindly take the above into consid
eration. 

Very tl'tlly yours. T. P. KELLY & Co. (INC'.), 
C. F. BxBG, Br<mch Manager. 

ff on. DAVID I. w ALSH, 
Washdngton, D. 0. 

BEVBR.LY, MAss., April %0, 19tz. 

MY DilAR SENATOR : I am writing you concerning the proposed duty 
on plumbago a.nd feel, should the tariff .on graphite of various kinds 
go through as proposed by the amendment submitted .by Senator 
NICHOLSON, o:t Colorado, it will p1·actically put the itniall brass 
foundries out of business. 

Crucible graphite has so greatly increased it would make brass ca.st
ing almost prohibitive and will confine the brass industry to large 
plants, large enough to install electric furnaces. 

When you stop to confilder that there are _.O using gas, coal, or oil to 
1 using electric furnaces, yon will see what it meaDS to the small 
foundries. 

Massachusetts is filled with small brass foundries, and it will deal 
them a body blow and will be hard for them to overcome. 

I sincerely hope you will consider this matter very thoroughly from 
this point of view and trust this may have your early consideration. 

Thanking you for anything you can do, believe me, I am, 
Very sincerely yours, 

Hon. DAVID I. WALSH, 

ROBBRT ROB~RTSON, 
Beverl11, Mass. 

FLOR•NCll, MA.SS., June 1, 1931. 

United States Senate, lf ashington, D. O. 
DEAR MR. WAL.SH : It has come to our knowledge that a certain bill 

ls now in the hands of the Ways and Means Committee that proposes 
puttiDg a tariff on graphite. 

This bill is known as House bill H815, and as we operate a large 
machine shop and iron foundry, and are dependent on this raw mate
rial i~ the production. of our goods, we strongly protest a.gainst it 
beeommg a law. 

It can not afford protection to any American industry, because 
domestic graphite can not be used successfullY. as a foundry facing. 

A certain amount of this imported graphite has to be nsed in all 
foundry facing, and we believe that the ,Proponents of this bill are 
simply using this means to increase the pnce of the domestic graphite. 

We sincerely trust that yon will give this matter your serious con
sideration, as ft will greatly increase the cost of our manufactured 
goods, and at a time when we are all striving to cut the cost-in fact, 
are obliged to cut-in order to stimulate busiDess. 

Thanking yon in advance for your consideration in this matter. 
we are, 

Very µIDy yours, 
NORWOOD ENGINEERING Co., 
H.- w. HOSFORD, Manager. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from I\!assachu

setts yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. STANLEY. I am not acquainted with all the details of 

this bill as I should like to be; but I assume that the various 
materials that are produced by these crucible-using companies 
are on the free list now and they are not asking for any addi
tional protection on account Of the increased cost of thos.e 
materials. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I now read a 
letter from the Worthington Pump & Machinery Corporation, 
of Holyoke, Mass. : 

TARIFF ON IMPORTED GRAPHITE. 

Hon. DAVID I. WALSH, 
HOLYOKm, MASS., J[a;y 20, m1. 

U11.itea States Senate, W48hington, D. O. 
DEAR Sm: We are under the impression that the tad.If on imported 

graphite is likely to be favorably considered before tbe House of Rep
resentatives and the Senate. We as users of imported graphite feel 
that this i"S not a legitimate tarilf, provided it is designed to :protect 
home industries. The graphite deposits in this country and Mexico are 
not of the kind nor character adapted for tbe use w.hich we make 
of It in connection with our lron foundry, and would not and could 
not be used, and hence a tariff on imported graphite serves only the 
purpose of increasing the cost. 

We bring this to your attention, and know that it will have your 
usual thoughtful consideration before meeting with your favor. We 
a.re 

Yours very truly, 
WORTHINGTON PUMP & MACHINERY CORPORATION, 
DllANll WORKS, Holyoke, Mass., 
CHARLES L. N•wcoMB, Man.ager. 

Hon. DAVID I. WALse:, 
SPRIN~IJ!LD, MAss., May 'is, 19!1. 

United States Senate, Wa.sli.ington, D. 0. 
DmAR SIR : It has come to our knowledge that a certain bill is now in 

the hands ot the Ways and Means Committee that proposes putting a 
ta:ri1f on graphite. This bill is known as H. R. 11815, and as manu
facturers wbo are dependent on this raw material in the production of 
our goods we strongly protest against it becoming a law. Our reason 
for this is tbat the tax imposed will advance the cost of our production. 
It will not afford "protection" to a.ny American industry, because do-

mesfic graphite C?an not be used wccessfully 1n the manufacture of 
crucibles or- foundry facings. 

We sincerely trust that you will give this matter your serious con
sideration, as this bill 1s ene that will not only seriously handicap 
manufactu.ri.ng business in general· but will also be disastrous to many 
old established plants. 

Youm very truly, 

-
GILBl!lRT A: B.A.RKJ:R MFG. co., 
W. T. RAYNER, Treasurer. 

Hon. DA VIII l. w ALSH, 
SPRTNGFIJl.LD, MASS., U. S. A., April .f, 1922. 

Umte.d' Statu Senator from MMsachusetts, 
WasMngton, D. O. 

DEAR Sm: We are informed that the Senate Financ~ Committee has 
inserted a clause in a bill before- it plating a dnty of 10 per cent on 
amorphous graphite, 20 per cent on Ceylon, and 2 cents per pound on 
tlake. 

Inasmuch as this duty will create an s,dditlonal hardship on the 
foundry concerns, we would respedfully request that you use your 
infiuence when the bill comes before your honorable body to have this 
clause eliminated. 

We will esteem It a particular favor if you can see your way clear 
to comply with our request and thank you sincerely for any effort you 
may use in behalf of the foundry people of tlr1s State. 

Yours very truly, 
THE HARLlilY CO., 
G. E. TllNNl!lY, 

As&i.atant to Pre.sl<lent and General Manager. 

FITCHBURG, MA..ss., Jla11 1, 19?2. 
Hon. DAVID I. w ALSH, 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. 0. 
D.EAR SIR: We wisb to enter our protest on any duty on imported 

graphite. It should be put on the free list. We are a considerable user 
of graphite steel melting pots, and although we have conducted some 
expensive experiments for the United States Government, we are not 
yet of the conclusion that there is any graphite existing in thlil country 
which is a suitable substitute for the Ceylon graphite. 

One of the chief costs of crucible tool steel is the cost of the crucible, 
and anything more added to this will only be in favor of the electric 
furnace, which is encroaching on the crucible prO'Cess continuously. 
The result of a tariff on graphite would be tha.t as far as crucibles go 
it would tend to eliminate them; wonld not assist the A.m.eriean pro
ducer of graphite, the only advantage being that it would be a revenue 
producer until the importation ceased, and in the writer's opinion this 
is undoubtedly wbat would happen. 

We speak as a producer of electric steel as well as crucible steel, 
haviDg 15 years' experience from which to draw comparisons. 

Ver.y truly yours, 
SIMONDS MANUFACTURING Co., 
A. T. SIMONDS, President. 

SOMERVILLE, MASS., ApriJ rt, 1922.. 
Hon. DAVID I. WALSH, 

United States Senator, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR SIR : As large users of crucibles tn connection with our 

foundry work, we wish to enter our protest against the amendment with 
reference to increasiDg duty on graphite flake from 2 cents per pound to 
5 cents per pound otrered by Senator NICHOLSON, of Colorado. We are 
one of the many foundries in this vicinity not equipped with electric 
furnaces, making it necessary to use crucibles. This increase, if allowed 
to stand, will make the p:cice ot crudbles prohibitive and re;ult in serious 
loss to this particular industry. 

Trusting that you will use your best efforts to defeat the amendment 
mentioned, we beg to remaiD, 

Yours truly. 

The Hon. DAVID I. WALSH, 

SOMERVILLE MACHINE & FOUNDRY Co., 
By M. J., Jr. 

CHELSEA., MASS., April 18, 1922. 

Wa.shington, D. 0. , 
DEAR Sm : On May 20 of last year we wrote you protesting the taking 

of graphite from the free list, and on May 26 you were good enough 
to assure us that you would give the matter your careful constdera._tion 
when it ca.me before the Senate. 

We understand that after exhaustive hearings and thorough in· 
vestigation the Senate Finance Committee submitted the following 
rates: 

Graphite, amorphous, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
Graphite, lump, chip, and dust, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Graphite, flake, 2. cents per pound. 
We have been advised that Senator NICHOLSON ot Colol!ado has sub 

mitted an amendment, changing the duty as follows: 
Graphite, amorphous, to 1 cent per pound. 
Graphite, lump, chip, and dust, to 3 cents per pound. 
Graphite, flake, to 5 cents per ponnd 
We therefore are again taking the liberty to appeal to you and to 

ask you to protest against the amendment proposed by Senator N1c.iv 
OLSON in so far as it will increase the tariff on graphite. 

If these a.mended rates are enacted it w.oul<l mean that the selling 
prices of crucibles would be so increased that it would mean that the 
crucible industry would be practically eliminated. 

We sincerely hope that you may bring your influence to bear, and 
thankiDg you, we are, 

Respectfully yours, 
CONNOLLY STEEL CASTL'\G co. 
JAMES CONNOLLY, Treasurer. 

.AMESBUltT, MASS., Juue $, 19!1.. 
Hon. DAVID I. WALSH 

Senate C11AJ.niber, Washington, D. a. 
DEA.R Sm: We wish to call your special attention to a tarttr bin 

about to be introduced by Congressman J. W. FoRDNEY, the future of 
which must necessarily be of great concern to us. 

The bill calls for the laying ot an import duty; ot approximately tl 
cents per pound" on such grades of graphite as are used in the manu
facture of crucibles. An increase of 6 cents per pound on the plumbag~ 
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(graphite)- contents of cruciblc mixtures means that the selling price 
of crucibles must be considerably bigher to take care of such an increase 
in t he cost, which, with the high labor costs, etc., the poor foundryman 
ha s auout all he can possibly stand and stay · in business. 

'l'his uill is introduced in the interest of the domestic graphite. mining 
i ndu try. The graphite produced from American mines is of a fiake 
form, and has a limited use in the manufacture of crucibles. The 
heavier crystalline form as it occurs in Ceylon ls much more desirable 
for crucible purposes. 

The passage of this bill will force a more extensive use of the less 
de irable material, and increase the cost at the same time. • 

We sincerely trust that you will do all in your power not to have 
this tariff bill enacted, as instead of helping to make the crucibles 
better, will have a tendency to put cheaper material into them, and, 
furthermore, at an added cost to us. You can readily see we would 
lose on both ends. 

Sincerely trusting that you will give this your per onal attention, 
we beg to remain, 

Yours sincerely, 
MURPHY ALUMINUM & BRONZll FOUNDRY (INC.), 
WlL J. MURPHY, Treasurer. 

'l'h<' Hon. DAVID WALSH, 
Washington, D. 0. 

CHBLSiilA, MA. ., May 20, ml. 

DE~ Sm: We understand that graphite is to be taken from the free 
lli;t, and we wish to state that we are strongly opposed to any tariff 
on it, and we will gladly state reasons why it is unjust. 

We trust that you may bring your influence to bear against any such 
change, for, under tbe new ruling proposed, tbe price of graphite would 
be so exorbitant that it would be a seriou: drawback to the foundries 
throughout the United States. 

Thanking you, we are, 
Respectfully yours, 

llon. DAVID w ALSH, 
Washington, D. 0. 

CONNOLLY STEEL CASTING Co., 
JA:&HJS CONNOLLY, Treasurer. 

CHELSEA, MA ., May !1, 1921. 

DEAR Srn: We have been advised that graphite is to be taken off the 
free Ii t and made subject to a tariff of 6 cents a pound. 

We are inclined to believe that some of the pressure brought to bear 
on t he proposed legislation is being advanced by partie who are inter
ested in certain stock manipulation. 

Any influence that you may bring to bear again t this proposed 
change would be much appreciated, as, should this ruling go Uirougb, 
the pricf! of graphite would be exorbitant antl a detriment to the foun
dry business throughout this country~ 

Yours \rery respectfully, 
Lon-:wELr.-IIE~nrcr Co., 
F. C. Lon:WELL, President. 

CAMBRCDOE. MA •. Ma.y 28, 192Z. 
llon. DAVID I. WALSH, 

Senate Oli.am.be1·, Wasltingto11, D. o.: 
Your wire. We use approximately 14,000 pounds of graphite monthly. 

"Approximate value, $700. 
IlUNT 8PILLER MANUFACTURING ORPORATION. 

flon. DAVlD I. WALSH, 
WORCESTER., MAS~. , May !4, 1922. 

United States Senate, Washi11gt<n1, D. 0.: , 
Telegram received. We use 500 tons amorphou · graphite, . value 

$8,000 ; 500 tons crystalline fiake, value $50,000, per year. Please do 
everything possible to defeat propo ·ed duty. 

T. P. KEL LEY & Co. (INc.). 

Ilon. DAVID I. WALSH, 
Senate Ohamber, Wash111gto11, D. O.: 

We personally should use 300 tons American amorphou •. . 40 to 60 
ton. imported amorphous, 100 tons Ceylon dust and chip. The numer
Ollll small brass and iron foundries are not organized to protest, but 
many have asked me to work for free tariff or at most the Fordney 
10 p r cent. 

SPruNoFt&:LD FACING Co. 

Iron. DAVID I. WALSH, 
SOUTH BOS1'0N, MA ·s., May 2.j, 19n. 

'l'he Sena-te, Washington, D. 0.: 
With further reference your inquiry regarding graphite, we are 

opposed to tariff duty on imported graphite, a any increase would 
materia lly increase our cost of production. 

HUNT SPILLER MANUFAmURI -G CORPORATIOK, 
w. B. LEACH, Pn:sident. 

The telegram just read indicate the extent to which graphite 
Js u ed by a few of our manufacturer . By computing what 
thi::; duty will cost them you will appreciate the heavy burden 
we are about to fasten on these industries at a time when they 
are all struggling against abnormal and mo t unprosperous 
c:ouditions. 

1\lr. STANLEY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LADD in the chair). Does 

tLe Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Ken
tucky? 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. STANLEY. If my generous colleague will bear with me 

for just one question--
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
.Mr. STAJ\TLEY. As a good Democrat, which he is, and a 

state man, which he is, I want to ask him thi question: If the 

domestic graphite will not serve this pm·po. , the foreign 
graphite will have to be imported, will it not? 

Mr. WALSH of Mas achu etts. Exactly. 
Mr. STANLEY. And if" it is imported at a duty of 10 per 

cent, that will necessarily be a revenue dut., uecau:e it doe 
not come in competition with any domestic product. Now, doe 
it not strike the Senator as fair that the e industrie , which I 
understand are very highly protected-50, 100, 200 per cent
on these finished steel and brass products, ought in common 
conscience and common decency either to cease asking for fuesc 
exorbitant duties upon their finished products or be willing to 
pay a little revenue to the Government? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The inumitries will not pay 
the "little revenue"; it will come out of tlte public:, the ultimate 
consumers. I tllink we ought to bear in mind the consumer 
when we talk even of tariff for revenue. I will say further to 
the Senator that I think the Democratic P1:1.rty-tlle Senator 
ha referred to the fact that I am a Democrat-is in a situatiou 
to-day that it never was in before in this country. 

I think this tariff legi ·lation mean" that if the Democratic 
Party will pursue a sound ane policy it can bring to its stanu
ard and support a great many of the manufa<.:turing interests ot 
thi country. 

The greatest ·ervice that has been Teudered-uuintentionally, 
ho\vever- to the manufacturing intere 'ts of this country has 
been rendered by the agricultural tariff bloc. 'l'hey have taught 
them the ridiculousness and the absurdity of the high pro
tective system. 'Vhile these manufacturers were getting pro
tection them ·elves, they we1·e happy and contented; but when 
otller industries, like agriculture, appeared and a ked for pro
t€ction, they realized llow false thei,_. position wa ·, and bow 
ab urd anu ridiculou it was to be contending for high pro· 
tective duties for their industries alone. The argument of the 
agricultural bloc is, "Because you, in the manufacturing cen· 
ter of this country, ha·rn become pro ·perous by protection, 
we believe we ought to have a share of it; we ought to have a 
part of it, and ought to participate in it." I repeat that, in my 
opinion, the Democratic Party, a a result of this tariff legis
lation, i · going to have many, many Republican protectionists 
accept its theory ou the tariff question of a tariff for revenue 
only and upport the Democratic Party in the next campaign. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. Pre ident--
Tbe PRESIDI TG OFFICER. Doe. the Senator from :Ma..;sa

chu~etts yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. WALSH of 1\las achusetts. l yield to the Senator. 
l\fr. BORAH. Wbat i the position of the Democratic Party 

on the tariff? 
Mr. WALSH of l\las achu ·etts. I assume that the position 

of the Democratic Party is, if I may speak for the party, that 
it is in favor of a tariff for revenue. Many of the party plat
forms, however, have favored a rea onable protection. 

1\Ir. BORAH. The Senator did not hear the able and un
an werable argument of the Senator from Alabama [l\lr. HEF
LI ' ] on graphite? 

l\fr. WALSH of l\la .;achuNett . I heard the argument, but I 
do not agree \\ith the Senator that it wa • unans>vE>rable. 

1\Ir. BORAH. If there is a Democrat in the United States, 
it i the Senator from Alabama. He is one of the di. tinguished 
leader of the party, and recognize<l as such. 

Mr. WALSH of Ma achusetts. I think the Senator from 
Alabama was taking the position that now that protection is 
be~ng pa ·sed around, he believes tl1e graphite industry in hi 
State ought to have protection. I do not agree with that policy, 
but I think that is the ..,ole explanation of his advocating a pro
tection upon tlle graphite-mining industry of Alabama. 

l\Ir. BORAH. I know the views of the Senator from Ma sa
clm etts on the tariff, and so far a I know they are con istent 
views; but, without intending to be so, it i utterly misleading 
for either a Republican or a Democrat to stl:tte fuat there is any 
difference between Democrat and Republicans on the subject of 
tariff so far as party is concerned. 

The fact i , as ha been demonstrated in this bill, that when 
an industry springs up in any part of the country, whether it i 
the Democratic part of the country or · the Republican part of 
the country, it asks for protection ; and I am one of those who 
are in favor of granting the same protection to the indnstr~- in 
Alabama that is granted to the indu try in Mas achu.setts. 

Mr. WALSH of l\Ias achusetts. Certainly. 
l\Ir. BORAH. I think the argument of the Senator from 

Alabama is unanswerable, that if we are goillg to have protec
tion we must protect his industry; but it leaves us in a po ·itiou 
where there is no difference between the Democratic and Re
publican Parties on the tariff, just the same as there il) prac-
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tically no difference between the two parties on any other t.hi:Dg 
except that some are in and some are out 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon 
me--

l\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
l\-Ir. STANLEY. I hope the Senator from Idaho will not con

clude that there is no principle left about which an historic 
party can rally because a few of our friends over here occa
sionally find their mauths watering when they get too near the 
:fleshpots of Egypt. There are quite a number who have not y-et 
bowed the knee to Baal. 

Mr. BORAH. There are quite a n:amber·; but! have observed 
that in a crucial situation there are always enough Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber to make up for any losses' on this 
side of tbe Chamber with reference to lowering duties. 

Mr. STANLEY. Oh, at the present time I admit that with 
the Republican Party all wrong, and some of the Democrats 
occasionally wrong, the country is in.. a bad fix.. 

Mr. BORAH. I am willing that it shall. be stated as the 
Senator states it. It is pretty difficult to tell, bowe.ver, which 
one of the parties is all wrong at any particular hour. 

Mr. STANLEY. Call the roll, and you can tell which side is 
wrong on the tariff at any particular hour.. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not know of an industry tbat needs pro
tection which has not its· defenders: upon. the other side of the 
Chamber. You believe in protection when it comes home to you, 
and it is inevitable that it-should be so. It is simply a question 
of the degree of protection;. that is" all. A lot of us on this side 
of the Chamber dD not believe in. raising the wall so high that 
nothing can be imported. There are some, apparently, who do 
believe in that, but that is not tme Republican doctrine.. How
ever, it must be apparent to the- Senator. that there are a num
ber of articles which are being particularly supported for pro
tection from the other side ot the Chamber. 

Mr. STANLEY. Peanuts, for instance. 
M~ BORAH. Peanuts:, s:agar, graphite, long-staple cotton, 

hides, and so forth.. 
Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, I have often wondered bow , 

su independent a spirit and so discriminating and sagacious an 
intellect as that of the transcendently brilliant Senator from 
Idaho could be- reconciled to the monstrosities of this measure 
on any; theory hitherto advocated by free· traders, fonsistent 
protectionists, wbo belie-ve: in the principle of equalizing the cost 
of production at home and abroad, or those. wbo believe in a 
tartir for fevenue only. My impression i~ that the longer the 
Serurtor tries, the worse fir he will be in. 

Mr. BORAH. I have· nor reconciled. myself to this bill. 
Mr. STANLEY. l. did not think the Senator had, or wonld, 

or could. 
Mr. BORAH. I have voted for lowering th'.e-Outy oftener than 

a number- of Senators up-0n the other side. 
Mr. STANLEY. With· all their faults I love them still, on 

this side. 
Mr. BORAH. And they are good DemocratS'. They are- not 

to be read out of the party at alI. They add respectability to 
the party, and there is no attempt to get rid of them at the 
caucus, or anything of tbat kind. The party recognizes them, is 
glad to see them, and takes their contributioIIS" a.nd their help 
in the- campaigns, I have no doubt. 

Mr. STANLEY. There are some Democrats on this side who 
are not orthodox:. There are some good and patriotic men of 
whom I am personally very fond, wbo aTe so right on other 
questions, constitutional questions, fOr instance, that I am 
tempted to pardon them for their heterodoxy on the tariff. But 
the Senator is altogether wrong-he is never consciously un
just-in this generalization that there is no interest in the 
South which could be aided or fostered by protection that has 
not its advocates. Between the Gulf of Mexico and the Cana
dian border, between Cape May and the Golden Gate, there are 
not on this continent as many different things which could 
receive more or less protection from duties imposed without 
regard to their justice or propriety than in the State I have the 
honor in part to represent, and I have turned. a face of' fi.int 
to every interested appeal from every one of those industries, 
great or small, for any duty which did not square with the 
eternal and unalterable faith that is in me, that it is indus- · 
trlally and politically dishonest to use the taxing pawer of the 
Government for any other purpose than to produce the revenues 
essential to maintain it, economically administered. Whenever 
I have found that a duty would not be productive of any mate
rial revenue, but would simply enable some industry to subsist 
by labor rather than by law, and to become a pensioner upon the 
G-Overnment~ snbstst by extortion upon consumers rather than by 
any material addition to the wealth of the community, that 

enterprise hru; nE!fer received my support, and, so help me God, 
as long as Lstay in this body, it never·will. 

Mr. BORAH. I think the Senator is a good Democrat. 
Mr. STANLEY. I am. 
:M:r. WALSH .of Massachusetts. Mr. President, much that the 

Senator from Idaho [Mr. Bo.RAH] has said; I agree with, but 
I can not quite agree with the- Senator from Idaho in his state
ment that the only question here is degree of protection. To 
my; mind, there are two other questions involved. Can the iil
dustry S'eeking protection with reaSQnable tariff duties produce 

sufficient quantity of the protected product to take care of the 
:Amertcan demands, and can it produce it at a reasonable price? 
!l'o my mind, the- difficulty with this bill, tbe chief underlying 
;t ·ouble with it, is that in bestowing protection there bas been 
-no consideration whatever paid to the- nbility to produce in 
~merica a sufficient supply to take' care of our consumption 
~r to do it at a reasonable price to the consum&a. When we un
~r:took to protect war babies we abandoned the old theory of 
protecting an infant industry, which was based on the theory 
:that a protecting duty would enable the home industry to sup
J!lY' the needs of the American corufumers at a reasonable priee. 
U'o entitle an industry to protection there should be some evi
aence- at hand to prove· that the- protected industry can produce 
e::onomically sufficient quantities to take care of ou:r consump-
pon. • 

In defending this bill the other. day the Senator from New 
Jersey st.ated that be did not care how insignificant wa:s tlie 
production, if there was a:n industry here producing- very little 
o:t the. necessary consumption in Ameriea, and a competing in
dustry in Germany, where labor was paid' less than in America, 
he believed in giving p~ti-0n. to the industry. 0f course, 
that has never been tbe Republican theory ot protection. It 
bas never been anybody's tlreory before; and the fa tar defect in 
this bill U; that in fixing the rates they ha.Ye never asked the 
question, Can this industry ever take care of the American con
sumption? Can it take care of It and sell to Amel'i.can con
smne.m at a reasonable price? No protective theory is sound, 
no protective theory wm receive the- support of the American 
people, unless it can be shown that the protected industry, with 
a reasonable tarur duty, can take eare of our demand-s and sell 
to the consumers at a reasonable and not an exorbitant price. 
We can not defend a system that penalizes with excessive big.h 
prices our people in order to keep alive a few indUstries that 
n-ever will be self-supportin·g without prohibftive tariff duties. 

r do not think the Senator' from Idaho disagrees with me very 
much in that theory. I agree with hfm that the degree of pro
tection is a very important factor, but the extent of· the ability 
to produce enough to take care of our demands fg likewise most 
important. By- this bill we are- levying exorbitant rates upon 
commodity after commodity, when it is confessed and admitted 
that we never can take care of our consumption in America. 
except at outrageous price-sc collected· from our consumers. It 
an industry i5 producing 30 or 40' per cent of tl'!.e demand of the 
American public and is meeting with serioug forejgn competi
tion and is likely to be destroye~ and laborers are likely to 
have their wages reduced or lose their employment, I can sym
pathize with an argument for protection ; but this bllL goes 
away beyond that. That is why the Dem-Oeratie Party ca:n 
strunl in opposing this bill. on the old Republican protectlve 
platform. 

Every sound theory which tbe Republican protectionists had 
in the past has in this bill been abandoned, fur item after item 
has been taken up and a high tarift rate fixed pecause somebody 
wanted it-someb'ody who during- the war. when all the prod
ucts. of- the world were shut out of America, was able to make 
money out of' a given product They ask for rates and have re
ceived them in this bill to protect their industries, so as to 
maintain the excessive profits, the abnormal war profits, which 
they made at the time the American industries were not com
pelled to compete with any foreign industries. If the Senators 
in this Chamber do not realize that . the American people will 
not tolerate a continuance of war prices in time of peace, they 
will find it out in the next election, when this bill will be an 
issue. 

lli. LENROOT. Mr. President, I wauld like to ask the Sen
ator if it is his view that the American product can not serv.e 
a purpose and that this quantity will still be imported, even 
tliongh the committee rates be imposed on goods from abroad? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. WUI the Senator state his 
question again? 

Mr. LENROOT. Putting it another way, does the Senator 
think the committee r.ates will affect the amount of imports? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I certainly believe that is 
the purpose ih putting the rates in this bill. · 
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l\lr. LEl\ROOT. I want the enutor' opinion about it. 
::,\fr. WALSH of l\lu achu ·et ts. That is my opinion. 
i\lr. LENROOT. That it would affect them? 
~fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is my opinion that the 

rate · in tllis bill will actually shut out necessary and important 
products which our manufacturer,_ and people nood. 

.:.Ir. LENROOT. I am speaking of this item. 
l\11'. WALSH of Ma sachusetts. Oh, I thought the Senator 

was speaking of general_ conditions. No; I do not think it will. 
l\:Ir. LENROOT. Then how does the Senator reconcile his 

view, being in favor of a tariff for revenue, that. this com
modity should be placed upon the free list? It will produce 
a very large revenue, the Senator says, under the committee 
rates. 

l\lr. WALSH of Ma achu etts. I do not agree with the Sen
a tor that it will produce a very large reYenue. It will produce 
a very insignificant revenue. 

Mr. LENROOT. Fifty per cent ad valorem will produce con
iderable revenue. 

l\fr. WALSH of Mas achu ett.., . But there is very little of 
it imported into this country. It is only a by-product. It is 
only used in a very limited degree in ma.king the~e graphite 
products, o that the only purpo e of a duty is to compel the 
manufacturer of these products to increase the price to the 
con umers. 

Mt. LENROOT. Then i it the Senator's view that any com
modity that is not µnported in large quantities should be placed 
on the free list on general principles! 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusett . It is my opinion that any
thing essential and neces ary for the prosperity of our people 
and the happiness of our people which can not be produced in 
America in sufficient quantity and at a reasonable price should 
go on the free list. That is my view. 

We have departed very far from the subject under considera
tion. I do not think I want to continue to read these letters. 
I have many more of them from reputable concerns, from 
writers known to myself, who state to me that the graphite 
imported does not compete with the domestic graphite, and 
that these rates will be ruinous. Under the circumstances I 
think it is an outrage to impose so quickly and suddenly such 
a heavy rate upon this product, a rate, as I pointed out a few 
minutes ago, which means to one dealer alone in my State an 
extra cost of $25,000 per annum and to another $45,000. 

It ·eems to me this article ought to be kept upon the free list, 
and therefore the minority members of the Finance Committee 
not only oppose the amendment offered by the Senat01· from 
Colorado, but will favor the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Michigan to have graphite put on the free list. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I wish to ~ay a word con
cerning the conversion to the doctrine of protection of the 
junior Senator from Alabama [ Mr. HEFLIN]. Ko one has more 
frequently denounced the Republican members of the Finance 
Committee as being the creatures of robber tariff barons of 
America than the junior Senator from Alabama. He has made 
hi speech upon salt and upon gla - sand e-rnry day since those 
item were acted upon by the Senate, and I upposed, of course, 
when the distinguished Senator rose to address hinrelf to this 
que ·tion that he would not only oppo e the amendment offer d 
by the Senator from Colorado, but that he would vigorously 
oppose the committee amendment impo ing a duty upon 
graphite. 

I supposed~ of course, that he would call attention to the fact 
that under the Underwood law graphite is free; that he would 
call attention to the fact that under the Payne-Aldrich law 
graphite was free; and that be would allege, in accordance with 
his custom in regard to other articles, that the Republican 
members of the Finance Committee, for the benefit Of a few 
mine owners in America, now propose to take the pennies from 
the ·chool children of America by placing a tax upon the lead ' 
that is found in lead pencils. That would be exactly in accord 
with the arguments the Senator ha made in the past. 

So you can imagine my amazement when the Sena tor from 
Alabama developed his argument, and we find that he not only 
doe · not oppose the committee amendment, he not only does not 
oppose the amendment of the Senator from Colorado, because 
the rates they propose are too high, but he opposes the committee 
amendment because the Republican members of the committee, 
serving the high-protected intere.sts, as he allege , have not 
made the tariff on this article high enough, and he favors the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado. But, of 
course, this is all explained when the Senator very frankly 
admits that there are graphite mines in the State of Alabama. 

Mr. President, seriously speaking, I am a Republican and I 
am a protectionist. I am for protection to the mines of Ala-

bama. I am for p.rotection to every indu ·try in America. But 
I can not follow the argument of the Sena tor from Alabama 
[Mr. HEFLIN] or of the Sen.a tor from .Montana [Mr. WALSH], 
who, I assun;ie, is going to vote for the amendment of the Sen
ator from Colorado . placing a higher duty than is proposed by 
the committee, upon the theory, as they put it,- that if we are to 
have the doctrine of protection, as i now settled so far a 
t!iis Congress is concerned, they are going to stand for pro
tective duties upon the products of their own States. That 
would be logical if they would likewise stand for protective 
duties for articles produced in other States, but thus far in the 
consideration of the tariff bill we find those Senators voting 
against every duty proposed by the committee and in nearly 
every case voting to reduce the duties to the same rates fouhd 
in the Underwood law. 

I submit to those Senators that they are perfectly consi ·tent 
in voting either for the committee amendment or the amend
ment of the Senator from Colorado, if they believe that is the 
proper duty, if they will follow the same policy with reference 
to other articles ·in the bill: That doe not mean following the 
committee in all cases. I have not followed the committee in 
all cases. I hav.e protested against some rates. I expect to pro
test against others unless they are reduced. But I do submit 
that if Senators are going to apply one principle if the product 
comes n·om their own State, it ought to be applied as well to 
products which are produced in other State . 

Mr. President, I only rose to say a word concerning the speech 
of the Senator from Alabama. I wish we could welcome him 
to the Republican fold as a protectionist, but I am afraid that 
we will find our genial friend a protectionist in spots if t110 e 
spots are in the State of Alabama. 

Mr. McCUMBE.R. Mr. President, I think Senator now. will 
fully appreciate some of the difficulties which have be et the 
Committee on Finance in dealing with these question during 
the last two or three months. We had the same matter before 
us for about three weeks of discussion before it was :finally 
settled, as most of these matters must be settled, more or les.: 
by a compromise of views. 

We find here among the ardent protectionists the. Sena tor 
from Colorado [Mr. NICHOLSON] asking for a protection of 
about 100 per cent ad valorem. We find the ardent protection
ist from· the State of Michigan [l\Ir. TowN END] demanding 
that the article be placed upon the free list. Here we have a 
divergence of views upon the Republican side. 

We go then to the other side of the Chamber and we find the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY] declaring that he would 
not give a cent of protection to anything in the world, and im
mediately we hear from the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
HEFLIN], who in the twinkling of an eye is metamorphosed from 
an ardent free trader to a protectionist of the deepest dye. 
When we have these sudden conversions on the other side of 
the Chamber and the divergence of views on this side of the 
Chamber, I think Senators can realize some of the difficulties 
which have beset our path for the last two or three month · 
while we were discussing this element. 

Mr. P1·esident, I think it pos ibly might help us a little out 
of this babble of argument and the divergent views if I should 
put into the RECORD, before we vote upon the subject, a few 
truths at which we can just take a glance without any impas
sioned oratory on either side, and then vote our convictions. 

We have in this paragraph three subdivisions or three differ
ent grades of graphite. We ham first amorphou , which is free 
under the pre ent law and free under the Payne-Aldrich law. 
It is produced in Mexico and in Korea. I do not think there 
will be any domestic competition with that kind of graphite. I 
agree entirely with the Senator from 1\Iichigan [Mr. TOWN
SEND]. This is a tariff for rer-enue upon that particular com
modity and not a tariff for protection, as I view it. 

We have leYied a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem. I think we 
will get ·ome revenue out of it, and we need the rer-enue. I do 
not think it will add to the cost of lead pencils in the United 
States to any appreciable degree. In other words, I think the 
school children will get their lead pencils ju. t about as cheaply 
aftec this becomes a law as they are getting them to-day. 

JI.fr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

l\Ir. l\IcOUMBER. Certainly. 
Mr. TOWNSE~Tj). Did the Senator take thi duty into ac

count when fixing a duty on the products of amorphous 
graphite? 

l\lr. 111cCUl\fBER. Ye ; we llave giYen a duty on all of them. 
Some of them will be slightfy competitive, certainly, because, 
while they are of a different character the one to a certain ex
tent will displace necessarily the other. 
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Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not think the Senator understood 

me. Perhaps I did not make myself clear. We have been talk
ing about a compensatory duty. 

l\Ir. l\IcCUMBER. No; I nm not talking about n compensa
tory duty. 

l\lr. TOWNSEND. Well, I am. The committee has placed a 
duty of 10 per cent on amorphous graphite. There are certain 
manufactures made out of amorphous graphite. The question I 
asked the Senator is whether he increased the duty on those 
manufactures because of the duty placed on amorphous 
graphite? 

l\Ir. McOUMBER. I will not put it in exactly that form. I 
will say that we have given a duty upon lead pencils which, 
we think, is sufficient, and that is all that is necessary so far 
a the manufacturer of lead pencils is concerned. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President--
Mr. Mc0Ul\1BER. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 
l\lr. STANLEY. It appears that this duty on graphite is a 

dut~ on lead pencils, because it put an additional co t on 
every little school child that uses a lead pencil, and I naturally 
reYolt against levying a duty upon the children at school, their 
scientific instruments, their school. books, or their dear little 
learl pencils. I am sure the Senator from Michigan will agree 
that if we take the duty off of graphite it should a1~0 go off of 
lead pencils. 

~fr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President--
1\Ir. McOUl\lBER. Just a moment, please. Let us see the 

added cost of the lead pencil by rea on of the duty on this 
kind of graphite. I beJieve the duty would amount to about 
one-tenth of 1 cent per pound. One-tenth of 1 cent per pound, 
the Senator can conclude, would be about how much to the 
lend pencil-one ten-tbou"·andth of 1 cent, would it be, or one 
one-millionth of 1 cent? I have not the time to make the com
putation of the figures just now, but I assume that it will not 
make one bit of difference in the sale of a lead pencil, whether 
it is a 10-cent pencil or a 5-cent pencil or a 3-cent pencil. 

Mr. l\TJCHOLSON. Mr. Pre ident, may I ask the chairman of 
tlrn Finance Committee a question? 

l\lr. McCUMBER. I yield. 
l\lr. NICHOLSON. This graphite enters into the making of 

pencils. It is practically free when it is given a 10 per cent 
acl Ynlorem duty, referring now to amorphous graphite, so that 
at 1 or 1! cents n pound it would have about two-tenths or 
three-tenths of a cent duty. Have we placed school children's 
pencils upon the free list? 

Mr. MoCUMBER. No; we have given them a duty to pro
tect the American manufacturer, and I have not heard of any
body crying about the cost of a lead pencil. 

l\lr. NICHOLSON. If it is fair to place the graphite practi
cally on the free list, why is it not fair to place the pencil 
manufacturer upon the free li t? Why make a fish of one aud 
fie!'lh of the other? 

1\Ir. McOUMBER. We are not putting either upon the free 
li, t. 

l\Ir. NICHOLSON. They are practically there. 
l\lr. STANLEY. Mr. President, I was not crying about the 

school children. It was the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LE~
ROOT] who bitterly arraigned the cruel Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. HEFLIN] for levying this indefensible duty upon the school 
children. 

1\Ir. l\IcOUMBER. Oh, no ; I ~vish to defend the Senator from 
Wisconsin. The Senator from Wisconsin simply stated that 
that was the kind of argument he had expected from the Senator 
from Alabama, but he did not get it. 

l\lr. STANLEY. It is the kind we did get from the Senator 
from Wisconsin. In any e.-ent, I would help these dear little 
ones. I hope the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Tow~ END] will 
agree that if they give us free graphite, we will take the duty 
off of lead pencils-a 45 per cent duty-which is about one-third 
the Yalue of the pencil, and which will help us very much. Of 
cour e, the graphite does not amount to so much, but e\ery 
little helps these hard times, and I hope the Senator from Michi
gan will agree to this proposition. 

Mr. McOUMBER. l\Ir. President, I was stating that the Me:rl
can graphite, which is the graphite, and practically the only 
graphj.te, as I understand, that is used in the manufacture of 
pencils, outside of a little that may come from Korea, will ill no 
wi e affect the selling price of the graphite produced here and 
u ed entirely for different purposes. 

We then come to crystalline lump, on which we give a 20 per 
cent ad valorem duty. There is only one deposit that I know 
ot or that I have heard of in the United States of that particu
lar kind of graphite. That Is found in the State of Montana. 
Tllis duty, '\\hile it may not be as high as the producers of 
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Montana might consider nece .. sary for a protectile duty, will be 
a revenue duty and to ome extent I think it will be protective, 
at least sufficient so the industry may continue. . 

Now, Mr. President, there will be a continued demand for the 
foreign article. It will come in becam;e the crucible maker 
believe, at least, that they have to have a proper proportion of 
the Ceylon admixture where they use the American product, and 
possibly that is true. 

The War Industries Board required them to n e at least 20 
per cent of the American proauct during the war in the manu
fachu·e of those crucibles. It was found that they could u e 
them, and use them successfully, but they still believed that the 
foreign product is the better, arid I have no doubt that the 
foreign product will still come in and that we will receive from 
it a reasonable amount of duty. 

We then come to the crystalline flake graphite, upon which 
we place a duty of 2 cents a pound. That i ... found in Alabama, 
in New York, in Pennsylvania, and po sibly to some extent in 
other States. That can be used and ha been used w_ithout any 
indication of any of the detriments in the product produced by 
a use of 20 per cent, at least, of the Alabama product with the 
other American products. There wa a protest by the American 
manufacturers of crucibles in the first instance, but, after they 
had used it for a while, they concluded that they could use it, 
and that for some purpo~es it was even superior to the im
ported article. The only question i , are we giving enough pro
tection in order that the Afnbama concern may be operated? 
I believe that while we are not giving a high protection, while 
the rate is probably rather low, we are, ne>ertheless, giving a 
protective duty that will enable them to reS'Ume operatiom:, at 
least as .,oon a conditions become normal. 

The Tariff Oommi ~ion reports that at the highest peak of 
price~ of labor and wages in the United States it co t about 10 
cents a pound to produce the product in Alabama. The present 
price of the foreign article landed l1ere is 7 cent a pound, includ
ing the freight. The foreign price is about 6 cents a pound, and 
adding 2 cents to the foreign price, including the 1. cent freight, 
would bring it up to 8 cent . I believe that with lower ""°ages
and they certainly have diminished in Alabama ince the high 
peak-and with the cost of other things going down, including 
the cost of freight, the extra 2 cents, bringing the price up to 
8 cent , will give the American producer a full opportunity to 
compete with the foreign producer. 

I will say frankly that I would be .inclined to allow a little 
higher duty, but thi is one of those cases in which we have the 
conflicting intere!':t of the producer on the one side, the conflict
ing interest of the manufacturer who uses the article as his raw 
product on the other, and we also have Senators representing 
all of these diYergent views. Out of all of the complexity we 
have brought before the Senate what might be con idered a 
fair and reasonable a settlement as we could possibly make. 

Mr. HEFLIK. l\Ir. President, the Senator from Wiscon in 
[i\Ir. LEKROOT] seems very much amu ed by the attitude which 
I have a sumed upon the pending question. I have not advo
cated a high protectiYe tariff for anything, but I believe in a 
tariff for revenue. Under the provi ions of the tariff law ·now 
in operation, which I helped to pass through the House of 
Representatives-the Underwood-Simmons revenue tariff law
there is now being collected between '250,000,000 and $300,-
000,000 revenue annually. The concerns in this country whose 
products compete with those which come in from abroau and 
are on the dutiable list in the pre ent law, of cour~e, derive 
, ome benefit and the Government obtains revenue. -

The Senator from l\Iassachusetts [Mr. W A.L H], if I m11.ler
stoo<.l him correctly, has pointed out that in this instance the 
revenue derived from the duty on graphite provided by the 
Senate committee would be so small that it would amount to 
nothing, and that it would require about the amount collected 
to keep the books ancl keep track of that which was imported. 
If that is true, l\Ir. President, that i an admission on its face 
that the duty is not a sufficient revenue duty becau e the GoY
ernrnent will not derive any benefit from it. Then how will the 
infant graphite industry deri-ve any? 

Senator on the other side of the Chaml>er for a long time 
have boa ted that they were the friends of American industry; 
but here i an infant industry propo ed to be stricken down by 
the hand of fOreign concerns which have a sumed control of 
the Ame1ican ma1·ket, and Senator on the other side of the 
Chamber, including the Senator from Wiscon in, are engaged 
in a movement over there to put graphite on the free list. · 

l\lr. President, if there ever was a time when the Gove1·nment 
needed money to help pay the war debt, to relieve our citizens 
a much as possible from many of their heavy tax burdens, it · 
seems to nre that thi i the time and that the impo,ition of a 
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revenue duty on graphite is more justifiable than the imposi
tion of a duty on any other commodity in the whole catalogue 
of articles included in the pending bill. This is an industry 

·which sprung up out of necessity during the World War. The 
Government encouraged it, it used its products; and ·yet, as soon 
as the war clouds were gone the foreign producers came in and 

1 took charge of the American market, closed the American mines, 
and turned American labor out of employment. How on earth 
can any Senator on the other side of the Chamber justify his 
position in voting to put graphite on the free list? 

·Senators can not hide behind a screen by suggesting that I 
have gone ·over to the theory of protection. They can not get 
away from the fact, which must stand out before the American 
people, that it is not ·the little concern ·that 1gets aid at their 
hands. I have stated before, and I repeat now, that it is the 

• big concern, which is financially strong and politically power
ful, to whom Senators on the other side extend p.roteetion. It is 

•not the little individual who is ·struggling, it is not the little 
man, it is not the ·average man, but 1the 1gigantic industries 

hich iare able to write big checks for ·Republican campaign 
·tunds. They come down here ·and demand ·at the hands of the 
Republicans behind closed ! doors that they ta:x: the American 
•consumers and pay back the campaign ·money contributed, multi
plied over and over many times. 

I assert again that here is such an instance. The graphite 
industry in my State we are told is owned largely .by individuals 
in the East who went down there and spent their money in war 
:times to produce this necessary material needed by the Govern
ment in the hour of its peril, and as • soon .as the ·war was over 

' and we had .won, why, their industry was forced to shut ·down. 
The Republican Party has been in pawer ·in ;Congress since 
March 4, 1919, and yet they have not turned a wheel toward 
helping that industry; but the ·great crucible makers of New 
Jersey, the pet corporate concerns of the home State of my 
distinguished friend ·the 'Senator from New J"ersey [Mr. FltE
LINGHUYSEN], do not want any tax at all on graphite. They 
. want it just as cheap as they can get it ; they are the big con
sumers of it. Here is an industry treated ~with scorn because 
we want a ·proper tax laid that will bring some revenue to the 
Government and will incid'entally aid an American concern that 
is struggling to live. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that we want to tax the 
school children, because graphite is used in waking pencils. 
The Senator from North Dakota answered him by saying that 
this tax would never reach the school child. So a Republican 
has ·answered a Republican. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
what is he going to do about putting a tax on lead pencils which 
are included in this 'bill-not the graphite, the material out 
yonder, but little of which will be ·used in making lead penclls
but what is the Senator going to do ·about taxing the pencil 
itself-the finished product-that the school child must use in 
his work? I have not heard the Senator from Wisconsin speak 
about that. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the Senator from Alabama. yield? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. LENROOT. I should like to ask the Senator what he 

is going to do about the tax on pencils? Is he in favor of 
putting pencils on the free list? 

Mr. HEFLIN. What is the Senator's question? 
Mr. LENROOT. I should like to ask the Senator whether he 

ls in favor of putting lead pencils upon the free list? 
Mr. HEFLIN. The present tax--
Mr. LENROOT. The question I asked the Senator was ' 

whether he was in favor of putting lead pencils on ·the free list. 
That is a plain question. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am in favor of the imposition of revenue 
duties, but the Senator's side favors a high protection for 
everything which the big man ·makes and nothing that will aid 
the common man. 

Now, Mr. President, comes the distinguished and genial 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. 'TOWNSEND] and wants to put 
graphite on the free llst. He voted the other night to put salt 
on the tax list. I wish again to read something about the 
salt industry in the Senator's State, which was said by former 
Senator Vest, from Missouri, in a speech which was made in 
this body some 30 years ago. Mr. Vest said: 

It is notorious that two years ago this same Michigan salt associa-
. tlon went int o the State of West Virginia., bought up the salt springs 

in the valley of the Kanawha , and closed all except two, and by that 
meahs controlled '81Eo the production of salt in another State of this 
Union, and they were enabled to do it by reason of tbis tari« duty 
which shut out foreign competition and handicapped the foreign im
porter to such an extent that it left them in absolute control of the 
home market. 

That is what that association in the State of the Senator 
from Michigan 30 years ago did with the salt industry of the 

United States. r:rhe great salt association in 'his State, not con
tent in controlling the rprice there, ·went down into West Vir
ginia, buying up competing concerns fflld holding them in 
reserve, and reducing the output so that they could absolutely 
control the price of salt in the United States. In the Under
wood law we put salt on the free list. James A. Garfield, the 
honored rmartyred President, ·made a 1speech in favor of putting 
salt on the free list. Former Senator Hale, the distinguished 
'father -Of the present Senator from the State of Maine, made a 
speech in favor of putting salt on the free list. Senator Vest 
was speaking in favor of free salt. Now, the Senator from 
Michigan has voted to tax salt, which everybody uses, 40 t>ents 
a sac&; and now the Senator comes to-day and generously 
offers to put -graphite on the free list, and but few people buy 
graphite. A few great big corporate concerns use it, and they 
do not want it on the revenue list. They do not want any 
revenue derived for the Government upon it. They do not 
·want those Who produce it to ,be incidentally helped. There 
you are, 1Mr. President. 

I will tell you some of rthe things I voted .against. Talk 
about •voting for 'Protection. I voted against 'YOUr tax on mill
stones. I saw you vote a tax 'on that yesterday-millstones 
that grind the people's bread. The Republican Party actually 
laid a tax on millstones yesterday, Mr. President. 

That is not all. I saw you tax medicines. Why, under the 
reign of the Republican Party 'Your deflation policy robbed 
the South and the West; ryou closed industries; you turned 
labor out of employment; you bankl:upted the country mer
chants and bankers ; and now the people are down, struggling 
to get ·up again, feeble, indeed, and ·you P:Ut a tax on medicines. 
You -made it hard for them to -get suffi.cient food to keep th~ir 
bodies •strong, you weakened ·and impaired their physical be
. ings, and 1you made Jthem •sick ':8.nd put them to bed; the only 
thing left for them to do was ·to take medicine, and last night · 
the medicine combine forced you to put a ta:x: on medicine. 

There is no escape from the taxgatherers of the Republican 
Party. You tax everything, from the swaddling clothes of the 
infant to the winding sheet ·of1the dead. [Laughter.] 

I saw you put a tax on potash. I remind you of that again. 
You have that in this bill, and every farmer in America is inter
ested in that. You increased the price of potash to him, and 
' then you talk about favoring a bill that is a benefit to the com-
mon man, the common masses! 

I saw you •vote to put a tax on cement. I mentioned that the 
other day, but I will mention it again, to show you how I voted. 
I voted against every one of these things. Why? Because 
there was no justification on this .earth for putting a tax on 
cement. More cement is 'Procured in the Senator's [Mr. TowN
'SEND's] own State of Michigan than is ·produced anywhere in the 
world-4,000,000 barrels in one year, according to my recollec
tion-and we imported only some five or ten thousand barrels 
of it in a year. I run not absolutely accurate e..bont the figures, 
but that is my recollection of it. What excuse ,.-os there for 
putting a tax on cement? None on earth. Who profited by that 
tax? You shut out imports; you -put money in the pockets of 
the Cement Trust ; you took it out of the pocket of everybody who 
buries his dead; you tax them even in the grave. Cement is 
used in preparing graves fOr the dead. Cement is used for many 
purpo es about the yard, building walk ways from .the gate to 
the doorstep to enable the people to keep out of the mud. You 
have made it impossible for them to do that now. Under the 
rcign of the Republican Party you have made them unable to 
buy shoes, and now you are making them walk barefooted 
through the mud from the gate to the doorstep by your tax on 
cement. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, the farmer uses cement to make pig troughs, 
chicken troughs, hog troughs, cattle troughs, horse troughs, mule 
troughs; little bridges over the branches and over the creeks, 
and in constructing the roads that lead from farm to market, 
as I said the other night. · 

You did that in the ca.se of cement. What excuse did you 
have for it? Not any under the-sun. That is the reason I fought 
you in that. There was not any justification in it; and it is a 
crime for you to tax salt. Think of it I Taking salt off the free 
list, where the Democratic party put it, and you laid the heavy 
band of taxation upon it, and every man who buys a 200-pound 
sack pays 4.0 cents of cold coin into the coffers of the Salt Trust 
of America, the controlling interest of it being in the State o! 
Michigan. 

Oh, how generous is the Senator from the State of Michigan 1 
He wants ..to put •on the free list graphite, that his constituents 
use, some of them in making crucibles about Detroit, .and now 
the Senator wants to put a tax on salt and cement and mill
stones, .an(j medicines, and potash, and brick, and building stone, 
and all that; but when we come here to ask Congress to <le-
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rive some revenue from the products of a mine in America
a mine that is now closed, a mine that must be helped or stay 
clo ·ed, when the Government can derive revenue to help pay 
the war debt, and these people can be incidentally aided to open 
their mines and move-we find the proposition opposed by the 
Senator from Michigan, the Senator from Wisconsin', the Sena
tor from New Jersey--

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President--
Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from New Jersey, who got a tax 

on and. I see him come in again. He reminds me of that sand 
storm every time I see him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAPPER in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from New 
Jer ey? 

nlr. HEFLIK. I am glad to yield to the Senator. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should like to ask the Senator 

whether he has made up his mind yet what duty he wants 
placed upon this industry of his in Alabama? 

l\fr. HEFLIN. I will let the Senator know. I am in favor 
of a little higher duty than you have in the committee bill. I 
think we will get a little more revenue, and incidentally aid 
those people that you are now permitting to starve down there. 

JUr. President, I did not intend to occupy very much of the 
time of the Senate, but I want to make this position clear: The 
great necessities of life are being plucked out and taken off of 
the Democratic free list an<l put upon the tax list by the Re
publican Party. We have many items upon our law that tax 
luxuries that people do not have to pay unless they indulge in 
the luxuries. We put a tax on some of the luxuries that only 
those with money to waste would have to pay. 

The average man who decided that he did not want to bur
den himself with the luxury so taxed, · could avoid paying 
that tax; but you put a tax on salt, an everyday necessity. 
and he can not avoid that. He has to have salt in order to 
su~tnin the living, and he must have cement when ·he buries 
hi dead. 

l\ly friend from South Carolina [Mr. DIAL] remind me that 
it will take about 2 more bushels of corn for the farmer to 
bu.r a sack of salt under the tax bill of the Republican Party. 

l\lr. WATS ON of Georgia. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
l\lr. HEFLIN. I am glad to yield to my friend from 

Georgia. 
Mr. W .A.TSON of Georgia. I call the Senator's attention to 

paragraph 1402: 
noxing gloves, ice and roller skates, and parts thereof, baseballs, 

footballs, tennis balls, golf ball~, and all other balls, o~ whate-yer mate
da.l composed, finished or unfimshed, designed for use rn physical exer
ci e or in any indoor or outdoor game or sport, and all clubs, rackets, 
bat1' or other equipment, such as is ordinarily used in conjunction 
therewith in exercise or ploy, all the foregoing, not specially provided 
for, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

~o the Senator will see that the Republican Party is taxing 
the physical perfection of our people and putting a heavy 
penalty both on indoor sports and outdoor sports and exercises. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Pre8ident, I thank my friend from 
Georgia for bringing that to my attention. I had already re
ferred to the faC't that they had made it very har<l; indeed for 
the common man, the average .man or woman, to get enough to 
live on. They are frail and weak, thousands of them, under the 
reign of the Republican Party. We did have a few boys and 
girls who were going to school, and it was necessary for them 
to take these exercises for physical development to make them 
strong young men and women, and now you have laid a tax 
upon that sport, and you would stop the physical development 
of the youth of the country in order to put money into the 
pockets of these big manufacturers in the East who make this 
stuff, and who are not satisfied with the profits they make in 
competition with others but who want to u e the taxing power 
of the people to put money in their pockets and increase their 
fortunes. That is what you are doing. 

Why, think of that I The little boy who works and saves to 
buy himself a little baseball and a glove so that he can go out 
barefooted on the grass and throw the ball-every time he 
whirls that sphere it sings as it goes through the air: "Taxed 
by the Republican Party?" [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I said that you tax them from the cradle 
to the grave. There is no e cape. 

Now, to come back to what I was saying a moment ago: I 
was showing that I have voted against your measures that 
sought to increase the tax upon the American consumer and to 
give high protecti<>n to some concern that did not need it, and 
that you could not justify it. I voted to keep these things free 
that the general public need to buy and must have. My record 
is clear upon that. I favored putting a tax upon imports, as I 

stated before. I voted for a bill that has quite a number of 
items in it that we placed on the revenue list, so it is not any
thing new for me to advocate a fair tax upon some imports, and 
especially an import that roots out the home producer, shuts up 
his business, drives away bis labor, and turns over the home 
market to a foreign concern that digs its product out of the 
earth with naked slave labor that costs 3 cents a day. It is a 
scandal against the Republican Party if the trusts of New Jer
sey can drive you to put graphite on the free list or to put such 
a small revenue tax upon it that the revenue will not aid the 
Government, and the graphite owners of America will not even 
be incidentally helped. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think it quite proper to put another 
item into the RECORD. I just got a report from the Actuary of 
the Treasury Department stating that the amount of tnx which 
would be collectible under this particular paragraph was about 
$384,000. I think that at least is worth saving. 

The Senator from Alabama bas been giving us salt for our 
discussion every day since we voted to fix the duty on salt, and 
possibly it would be interesting to him to know what it is cost
ing and going to cost the American people. I must say, in the 
first place, that the salt produced along the Atlantic coast 
usually does not go beyond the Allegheny Mountains, and the 
only protection, therefore, which the producers of that salt re
ceive is the protection of the few salt wells in northern New 
York. 

That will not affect the . salt wells in Michigan or affect the 
prices in the Chicago market or probably anywhere else in the 
United States. But I will assume that it affects all of the peo
ple in the United States, and that all of them will be taxed the 
full amount of this duty, and I want the Senator for a moment 
to stop and calculate what it would mean. 

Experts have calculated that in the normal span of life a 
man will consume about 60 pounds of salt. The 20 cents on 
100 pounds, as fixed by the committee on this table salt, would 
therefore mean a tax of 12 cents on the whole amount of salt 
a normal human being consumes in a lifetime; and I hope that 
the average human being will be enabled, during a lifetime, to 
pay this 12 cents extra duty for the benefit of those who are 
working these salt mines of New York. I will be glad to con
tribute my 12 cents. 

Now let us look at it from another standpoint. I ha1'e an 
idea that the average human being, taking him from the child 
to the old man, will shake about a pound of salt upon his food, 
or haw it in his food, during a year. This rate amounts to 
$4 a ton, and if that individual should have the good luck to 
live 2,000 years, he would pay that tax of $4. 

I think that a tax of $4 every 2,000 years will not seriously 
ft'ect the daily life of the ordinary individual. But will not the 

Senator let me give him another statement, because I am not 
going to say anything more about salt, for I realize this, and I 
want the Senator from Alabama to realize it, that if he figures 
what it costs the Government for Congress to remain in ses
sion, the Senator will find, if he computes the time he has spent 
and is spending in discussing salt, that it has cost this country 
and will cost this country ten times as much as the duty under 
this tax together with the added cost of living. So I hope we 
can all drop the salt business long enough to get at other mat
ters connected with the tari:ff bill. 

:Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Presiqent, I do not agree at all with the 
figures that the Senator from North Dakota has suggested, 
that 12 cents will buy enough salt for a person for a lifetime. 
I do not know where he got those figures. They were probably 
furnished by the salt trust, or born in his own very vivid 
imagination. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Did the Senator get that impression 
from the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. HEFLIN. That it would cost 12 cents? 
l\fr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; I did. There was some confusion in the 

hall and-·-
Mr. WADS WORTH. The Senator got it entirely wrong. He 

was speaking of the tax, not the cost. 
Mr. HEFLIN. The tax on salt? 
Mr. WADS WORTH. Yes. 
Mr. HEFLIN. That the tax would cost him 12 cents in a 

lifetime? . 
Mr. l\foCUMBER. I will state it so that the Senator will 

understand me thoroughly. Physicians and experts say that 
the ordinary individual consumes in an average lifetime 60 
pounds of salt, and with a rate of duty which amounts to 20 
cents on 100 pounds, the tax on the salt consumed in a lifetime 
would be about 12 cents. 

1\fr. HEFLIN. Yes; interested experts. l\fr. President, these 
experts who have been down here testifying before the Finance 
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Committee remind me very much of the fellow who started out , 
to find n position as school-teacher. He went into one com
munity and told them his business, and they said, " What . 
system do you teach, that the earth is round or ·flat?" He said, . 
"I teach the round system." They said, ·" We don't believe in : 
that," and he had to move on. 

He thought he would accommodate · himself to the situation · 
as be found it, so when he got into-another community· and .made ' 
known bis business, and they said "What system do yon teach, 
round or flat?., he said "Flat." He had quickly· changed to · 
meet what he thought was the prevailing situation; but · they 
said, "We don't believe in the flat · system. We believe in the 
round system." 

So, having lost his job and having occupied two different posi
tions within a very- few hours, he . decided he would adopt dif~ 
ferent tactics, and the next day, when he went to another 
county, and they said "What system do you teach-that. the 
earth is round or flat?" he said, "That depends -altogether on 
where I am teaching. If they want the round system, I give 
them that. If they prefer the flat system; why, I give them 
that." [Laughter~] 

That is the way with these experts ·who come down here. 
They give whatever the tariff barons desire. Why, Mr. Presi
dent, the Senator from North Dakota has only mentioned or 
guessed at the amount of salt eaten or consumed as food by 
each individual. He does not take into account the vast amount 
of salt used for other impQrtant purposes. Just think of the 
amount consumed every year by the cattlemen of the West. 
Salt is used in so many_ way~. The experts of the tariff barons 
are trained so as to say nothing .that will hurt their cause. So 
we need a grain. of salt with some of their statements. They 
say the tax on salt would be but ·12 cents in a lifetime. I:f 
that was all, what right have you to tax. me 12 ·cents for· your 
salt trust in the.United States that already controls the market? 
You admit that it is a tax, but you say it is not a larg~ tax. 
The principle in this case is wrong. . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Do I understand from the Senator it is 
not wrong.to tax graphite? 

Mr. HEFLIN. It is not wrong~to have a revenue , tax: upon. 
graphite, and that is what we are asking for. 

1\:lr. WAD SW ORTH. Oh, I understand. 
Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator lives up in a . State where. they 

have some of the big consumers of graphite, and therefore he 
wan.ts it on the free list. 

If _this thing keeps . up over there, if the Republicans decline 
to put a , product upon. the revenue list that will put money in. 
the Treasury and aid American mines that have a right to 
exist; if they tax only those things that hurt the American: con
sumers and benefit the tariff bar.ons, .and then. turn right around 
and Jay a _tax upon the common necessities of life~ imposing 
burdens upon the American consumer in the rank and file out 
yonder, you can not save the old G. 0. P. carcass 1n November 
with all the salt in the universe. [Laughter.] 

On the one hand, they desert their ancient doctrine,· that they 
will go to the rescue of an infant industry, and in .this .case 
they are killing_ one outright, and they know it. We pointed 
out to them that this American. graphite. industry was . prac
tically dead, and the American.market fed and coptrolled by a 
foreign producer. Here stands. one.of the.leaders on the other 
side, the distinguisbed Senator from Michigan [Mr. TOWNSEND], 
advocating putting Jt. upon the free list; and the .Sena toe from 
New Jersey_ [Mr. FREUNGIIUYSEN], the fir.st part of whose name 
suggests he would favor a free list; is ,agreeable to ,a rate on it 
that is so low that it would amount to practically nothing and 
bring in no revenue. · 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President. is -the Senator yet 
ready to answer my question as to_ what tarifI he de::;ires on 
this industrial plant in his State? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I believe the Senator. from North Dakota .said 
it cost about 10 cents a pound to get it out of the mines down 
there, and that you get it abroad for 6 cents; that ireight and 
other charges would run it up to about 8. Then .they under
sell the producer at the mine, with the actual cost of produc
tion, 2 cents a pound, and the Senator from.Michigan. wants to 
put it on the free list, and the Senator from North Dakota 
wants to fix a rate which would make the price of the foreign 
product just exactly what it costs the miner to get it out at 
the mouth of the mine in. Alabama. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. May I ask the Senator what his 
conclusion ls after his computation? 

l\fr. HEFLIN. I stated to the Senator at the. outset that I 
am opposed to the rate the committee has adopted. I think it 
ought to be higher. I do not say that I favor going as . higp. as 
the Senator from Colorado has gone. I will })robably offer an 
amendment myself, perhaps to come in somewhere between 

those two. I do not :want to ask for more than is necessary, 
and I do not want to have the graphite producers deceived by 
whatever you are- going to offl:!r, I state, as I stated before, 
that· I am not an expert upon rates, but I am .talking about the 
everlasting principle. How can.you stand here and vote to put 
~stones., upon the tax: list -and vote to tax: the people's medi
cmes, and vote to put cement- on the tax list, and to put salt 
UPon the tax: list, and to put potash upon the tax list, and then 
turn around and knock graphite in the head simply and solely 
because the big corporate- concerns in the East have told you 
what to do in the matter? .And here you are refusing to raise 
revenue on thousands of tons .of grap)lite coming into· the United 
States and destroying a home .industry. · 

Mr. WALSH" · of Montana. Mr. President, I do not rise to 
advocate either an increase , or a decrease in the duty on 
graphite, but to call attention .. to some considerations which it 
seems to me are pertinent to the inquiry that is before us, and 
to clear up what I conceive to be some misconceptions concerning 
some features. of the question. 

I might say in this connection;- however, that if the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] conceives, as I understand him 
to say, that he expects to find me an advocate of high protec
tive duties with· respect to the products of the State of Montana, 
and the supporter of some other principle with respect to the 
products of some other State, my: votes on this measure will dis
illusion him. 

I might add also that If the Senator from . Wisconsin sees no 
difference between the attitude of a Senator .who votes in favor 
of a duty upon certai.n. products of his State when a bill is to 
be passed containing high protective duties-although that prin
ciple will not govern my actionc--if he sees no difference be
tween the attitude of the man who votes in favor of a duty 
upon the products of his State, but who proposes to vote 
finally against the bill, and a man who votes in favor of a high 
protective duty upon the products of his State upon an under
standing, expressed or implied, that he will also vote for high 
protective duties which are asked by Senators representing other 
States, .. under an agreement also to vote eventually for the bill, 
I do not think he senses the situation very clearly. 

It 'was charged by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Rrrcn
cocx:] a few days ago, or suggeste.d at least, that all the indicia 
pointed to the conclusion that . the tariff bloc had entered into 
an agreement under which. they were to have the suppoi:t of the 
other Senators favoring the bill on the agricultural items in the 
bill,. .and they would close their eyes and their minds to the 
iniquities of the other provisions of · the bill in order to get 
what they desired. 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WALSH of. Montana.. . I will yield in just a moment. I 

do not undertake to say that it is true or that it is false, but the 
position of the man who puts himself in.. ·the attitude of support
ing the bill, whatever objections there inay be to it~ because he 
gets protective duties upon products of his own State, it seems 
to me occupies a reprehensible position as a legislator. 

I now yield to the Senator from Idaho. 
Mr. GOODING. I wish to make a statement in :reply to the 

suggestion of the Senator from Montana that there has been 
any contract or agreement entered into by the tariff bloc, as 
he is pleased to call it. That statement is without foundation 
a11d . without any truth at. all. In no particular whatsoever, ·on 
any schedule, at any time, have the members of the tariff bloc, 
as Sen.ators .are pleased to call "it, entered into any agreement 
with any member of the Finance Committee, nor have they 
been asked to my knowledge to support the Finance· Committee, 
so far as that is concerned. I wish to say here and now that 
the tariff bloc in the Senate, as Senators call them, had to 
fight for everything they got, . not all the members of the 
Finance Committee, but some of them, and we only -got what 
we did after a hard fight for it and after. a complete showing 
of the need for it, so far as every industry is concerned that we 
represented. Every member of the tariff bloc, so called, is at 
liberty to vote . as he pleases, so far as that. is concerned. 

Mr. W .ALSff. of Montana. I have not said a thing against 
the tariff bloc and have made no charge against anybody. Tl1e 
fact is, .however, that the members from the agricultural States 
have been repeatedly voting for- duties here, levying the highest 
kinds of taxes upon articles of large , consumption in their 
States, duties which some of the Representatives from those 
States upon the other side of the Ohamber consider in the na
ture of extortion, and yet the members of the so-called tariff 
bloc come in regularly in large numbers and vote for those 
duties, leading to the conclusion that they did so upon the 
understanding that they were to have the dutie11 they. asked 
upon their products. 

Mr. GOODJNG. Mr. President-- ·· 
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"Mr. WALSH of Montana. Does the Senator care to say 

anything about that remark? 
Mr. GOODING. Yes; I do. 
l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. Then I yield gladly. 
Mr. GOODI 'G. I, myself, aml a number of other Senators 

who belong to the tarHf bloc, as it is called, saw a great deal of 
the work of the Finn.nee Committee. I was there in attendance 
almost as much as a great many members of the Finance Com
mittee, even after the public hearings were over. I want to 
ay tbat I ne•er aw men work harder and with more earnest

ness than they <lid in the framing of the bill. I saw from four 
to a clozen experts there every day. I saw the committee almost 
quarrel over little rates all day long in their efforts to arrive at 
what were fair ancl reasonable duties, figuring not from the 
revenue standpoint but from the protective standpoint of giving 
pro ~ ection to labor and to American industry. 

S-0 far as I am concerned I have complete confidence in the 
Finance Committee. Unless I am convinced that the rates are 
too high, I p1'opose to support them, so far as I am concerned, 
all the way through. That, however, bas never been discussed. 
Some of the rates I shall not support. however. There are a 
few for which I shall not vote, perhaps. 

I want to repeat that I saw the committee working there all 
day long, day after day, sometimes far into the night, with a 
blackboard before them and with the experts there, who did not 
always agree. The committee, of course, ditl not always agree. 
If a record were kept of the votes of the committee~ I have no 
doubt it would show that probably more than half the time they 
did not agree so fur as the rates are concen1ed-that is, they 
did not agree nnanimou~ly-and yet it is thrown out or inti
mated from the other side of the Chamber that the bill was 
framed behind closetl doors in the interest of the predatory 
wealth of the country and that the lobbies were packed with 
representatives of predatory wealth. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. The Senator has not heard me say 
an;ything of the kin<l 

1\lr. GOODING. No; I will not say the Senator bas said it; 
but it bas been said on his side of the Chamber. 

1\lr. W .A.LSH of Montana. It seems to me the remarks of 
the Senator are rather irrelevant to anything I have been 
talking about. 

l\lr. GOODING. I think they were very much to the point. 
1\1.r. WALSH of Montana. However, I am glad to have the 

contribution of the Senator. I have not been criticizing the 
Senate Finance Committee very much. 

Mr. GOODING. But they have been criticized very much 
from the Senator's side of the Chamber. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. I do feel like criticizing, however, 
tho e Senators who, without inquiring whatever into the con
clusions arrived . at by the committee and without bearing the 
debates upon the -particular items, come in here regularly and 
vote with the committee. 

l\Ir. GOODING. I want to say that in my judgment some of 
the duties are not high enough from the protective standpoint. 
I do not believe they will give the market in some instances to 
the American producers or that they will start the mills and 
factories in this country, because they are not high enough. 
I have not agreed with Senators that the people will not stand 
for 400 and 500 per cent protection in order to start an indus
try. I do not agree with Senators in their refusal to adopt 
the American valuation plan, because it would mean 400 or 500 
per cent protection. I think the American people will stand 
for any duty to keep alive and going the <business concerns of 
this country which give employment to our laboring men, 
rather than to turn any of our industries over to some foreign 
country. 

I am a protectionist, and I am for seeing these mills started 
and for the industries in this country having an opportunity to 
run full time if there is a market in America for their products. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I am very glad at 
all times to yield to my neighbor from the State of Idaho, but 
his comments have no sort of relation to anything I have been 
discussing at all. However, now that he has introduced the 
subject, I take this opportunity to say that the Senator and I 
differ most radically. My conception of the situation is that 
the depressed condition of industry in this country to-day is 
due to the fact that our market abroad bas collapsed by reason 
of the failure of the purchasing power Of Europe. I know that 
to be the case with reference to the two great products of my 
State, coppt!r and wheat. 

Anything I can do to assist the people over in Europe in the 
way of quieting their disturbed political condition by way of 
extending them such credits as we can that will enable them 
again to get into the markets and absorb our products I want 

to do. Of course, I understand the Senlltor from Idaho differs 
with me, but at this time, considering the necessity we have 
for shipping our surplus products abroad, where they may be 
absorbed, I ·do not believe that it is a wise policy to set up a 
tariff wall so that those people can not sell to us, because if 
they do not sell to us they can not buy from us. That is, of 
course, my attitude about the matter, but the Senator's attitud~ 
is quite different. He thinks the mills of this country will 
open up when this tariff bill is passed. I think they will not 
do so. I think it will (!lose down the industries of the country. 
I am sure it will retard, at least, the development of the copper 
interests and I feel confident that it will be injurious to the 
wheat markets. But that is altogether aside from the matter 
of graphite, to which I desire to address myself. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] read some 
letters from constituents in his State who are consumers o! 
graphite to the effect that the American product can not take 
the place of that imported from Ceylon. that it will not fill the 
requirements.for the production of crucibles and other like con
trivances used in foundries. That is a disputed proposition 
upon which the committees of both Houses have heard consider
able testimony. I shall not undertake at this time to enter 
into the controversy further than to call attention to the re
spective contentions with respect to this matter and the conclu
sions of our own Government in relation thereto. 

We have heard what is said concerning the unavailability of 
the American product for use in the production of crucibles and 
in foundry work. Before the Senate Committee on Finance 
:Mr. Ge-0rge A. Sharpe was heard on that subject and testified 
as follows: 

Mr. Kern said be searched the entire United States in a diligent 
effort to find a crucible maker who was making crucibles out of Ameri
can :tla.ke graphite, and he could find none. 

Mr. Kern was a user of graphite and was desirous of having 
it retained on the free list. Mr. Sharpe said: 

His search was careless becallse be overlooked the Electro-Refrac
tories Corporation of Buffalo, N. Y. This concern is making crucibles 
out of nothing but American ftake graphite, mixed with American clay 
and other American materials; in other words, they are making an all
American crucible. They are selling from 1 500 to 2 000 of these 
all-American crucibles a month to one of the largest 'consumers of 
graphite crucibles in the United States. Instead of getting 26 heats 
to the crucible, as Mr. Petti.nos testified this morning was the limit 
for a Ceylon crucible, this large consumer is getting an average in car
load lots of 85 beats to the crucible. 

Senator WATSON. That letter is already in the record? 
Mr. SHARPE. Yes. I am simply comparing the number of beats that 

crucib1es made from the American material yields with the number of 
heats obtained from the use of the Ceylon product which so many of 
our crucible manufacturers advocate. 

Senator WATSON. Is that the only establishment in the United States 
using tbe American graphite? 

Mr. SHARPE. That is the only one I know of at present. 
Senator WATSON. If th~y can do that, why don't more use it? 
Mr. SHARP-E. I think they will. This result was obtained by the 

Electro-Refractories Corporation of Butralo, N. Y., and is in keeping 
with and supported by the reports of Doctor Stull. of the Bureau of 
Mines, in which he says that A Iabama flake graphite tops the list for 
crucible use. If we get the tarilf we ask-from 1 cent on crude up to 
6 cents on fiake--we shall be satisfied. Flake is the particular grade 
which goes into crucibles, and with our tariff the consumer will get a 
better and a cheaper crucible. 

So, Mr. President, if one should govern his action in this mat
ter upon the assumption that American graphite is unavailable 
for use in the manufacture of crucibles, he would be proceed
ing upon an entirely false assumption. Also, if he is of the opin
ion that there is no competition between the American graphite 
and the importations from Ceylon, he would likewise in all 
probability be in error. 

But whatever may be the case with respect to the graphite 
produced in this country, down in Alabama and in New York 
it is conceded, I think, that the l\fontana product serves all the 
purposes of the Ceylon graphite and is the equal of it in every 
respect. I read from the report of the Tariff Commission, which 
quotes a report by the Bureau of Mines, as follows: 

There is, however, one deposit in Montana which has lately been pro
ducing crystalline graphite that is of the same physical character as 
the Ceylon material. The quantity ultimately available has not been 
proved, but is believed by the operators to be sufficient to supply domes
tic demands for many years to come. Alabama flake is also accepted 
by certain companies as satisfac.tory crucible material and has shown 
even superior re ults in crucible tests reported by Doctor Stull in the 
Journal of the American Ceramic Society, March, 1919. 

I should like to read that again for the information of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

There is, however, one deposit in Montana which has lately been pro
ducing crystalline graphite that is of the same physical character as 
the Ceylon material. The quantity ultimately available has not been 
proved, but is believed by the operators to be sufficient to supply domes. 
tic demands for many years to come. 

I have here, .Mr. President, a sample of that graphite, which 
may be int.eresting to some of the Senators. This [exhibiting], 
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as Senators will see, is crystalline in character; it exists in a 
vein formation. As to the quantity available, I have the fol
lowing statement from the owners of the property: 

· STATEMENT OF THl!l CRYSTAL GRAPHITE CO. 
DILLON, MONT. 

We have here in Beaverhead County, Mont., eight claims, of 20 
a cres ea ch, being 600 feet wide and 1,500 feet long, located end to end, 
ma king a strip over 2 miles long and 600 feet wide across the moun
tain. On this strip we have developed sufficient to prove that crystal
line graphite extends along the whole length of the claims. The great
est depth we have developed is practically 200 feet, a t which depth we 
find t he gra phite equally as good but more compact than nearer the 
surface; so at that depth we are enabled to secure the mineral in a 
cleaner condition than nearer the Rurface. However, surface indica
tions, down the mountain at least 1,000 feet below our lowest level, con
tain graphite, which shows the material extends at least to that depth. 
How much deeper we can only guess. It is hard to prove the tonnage 
of ~raphite on these cla ims , but under these conditions it must be many 
hundred thousand tons. 

I speak of this, 1\lr. President, for the purpose of indicating 
that American graphite may be produced in abundance to sup
ply all the domestic needs of that particular commodity, and 
that the quality is equal to the best that can be produced any
where in the world. 

We are told that this bill is framed upon the theory that in 
case any American product by encouragement may be developed 
so as to supply the domestic needs, and equal in quality to that 
which shall come from abroad, it should be protected by a duty 
which will equalize the differences in competition in the mar
kets of the United States. 

l\Ir. Pres ident, it is practically conceded that the duty fixed 
in this bill by the House-1.0 per cent-is nothing so far as pro
tection is concerned; it is practically conceded that the duties 
fixed by the Senate Finance Committee amount to nothing so 
far as protection is concerned. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Will · the Senator from Montana yield 
for a moment? 

1\lr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator from Colo
rado. 

1\lr. NICHOLSON. Did I understand the Senator from Mon
tana to state that the duties fixed by the Hou e were nothing? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The House bill imposed a duty of 
10 per cent. I said that amounted to practically nothing so 
far as protection is concerned. Paragraph 211 as the bill came 
from the Hou. e provides : 

Gr aphite or plumbago, crude or refined, not specially provided for, 
10 per cent ad valorem. 

l\fr. NICHOLSON. And the Senate Finance Committee ac
cepted the rate fixed by the other House? 

1\lr. SMOOT. No. The Senate committee amendment reads: 
PAR. 213a. Graphite or plumbago, crude or refined: Amorphous, 10 

pe1· cent ad valorem ; crystalline lump, chip, or dust, 20 per cent ad 
valorem ; crystalline tlake, 2 cents per pound-

And so forth. 
l\lr. WALSH of Montana. On amorphous graphite the Senate 

committee rate is the same as the House rate, 10 per cent ad 
vnlorem; but on crystalline lump, chip, or dust the Senate com
mittee rate is 20 per cent ad valorem, and on crystalline flake 
2 cents per pound. 

l\lr. MYERS. Mr. President, I should like to ask my col
league a question, as he evidently has given the subject con
siderable attention. What is the principal kind of graphite pro
duced in this country? Is it crystalline or amorphou ? 

l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. The principal production is amor
phous. I can give the Senator the figures. 

l\Ir. MYERS. There is more of amorphous than crystalline 
graphite produced in this country? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes. 
Mr. President, I call attention to this matter for the purpose 

of showing that the principle upon which this bill is framed, as 
we are told, is not applied to this particular commodity. Of 
course, this commodity goes into the manufacture of crucibles, 
and crucibles are used in all manner of foundry work, and 
particularly in the manufacture of steel products. The Mon
tana producers were able to operate with a fair degree of profit 
during the war when prices mounted to something like $200 a 
ton. Their hipments were all made to Pittsburgh, the center 
of the steel-manufacturing industry, and presumably were con
sumed very largely, if not altogether, in that industry. 

There is, Mr. President, a question of policy here as to 
whether it would be wiser to burden the manufacturers of steel 
nnrl other products in the production of which graphite is neces
sary, mu.I thus possibly cripple our manufacturers of steel in 
their contest with producers from other countries in the markets 
of the world,- and allow the graphite deposits of this country to 
go undeveloped for the present, or whether it would be the 
wiser policy to impose this burden upon the manufacturers of 
steel and other manufactures in which graphite is employed, 

and thus contribute to the development of the graphite indus
try in this country. In other words, for the purpose of illustra
tion, it is a question of which is relatively the more important
the development of the graphite industry upon the one side or 
the production at a low cost of steel on the other? Apparently 
the committee believed that it was in the public interest to re
lieve the steel manufacturers from the burden of this added 
cost rather than to contribute to the development of the graphite 
industry. 

But there is a provision in this bill to which I add1·essed 
myself some time ago, section 315, to the effect that whenever 
the President of the United States shall find that the duty pro
vided for in the bill does not equalize the differences in com
petition in trade as between the domestic article and the foreign 
article in the markets of the United States he shall, within the 
limit of 50 per cent, fix the duty at such an amount as will 
equalize the differences. So that in the case of this particular 
commodity it would be the duty of the President of the United 
States, immediately upon the bill going into effect, to raise the 
duty on graphite 50 per cent above the rate fixed by the bill, 
and thus to develop the graphite industry. In other words, 
the President is called upan by the bill to pursue a policy at 
variance with the policy which is adopted by the Finance Com
mittee and which will receive the approbation of the Congress 
if the bill is eventually passed. 

To show that this duty will be nothing, I read further from 
the statement given to me by the Montana producers of graphite: 

Domestic cost of production with us dm1ng the war ran as high as 
11 to lH cents per pound. With the reduced cost of living and re
duced cost of labor, which we anticipate, we believe we can produce 
our material for 8 to 8~ cents per pound. 

So it will be observed that even with the 2 cents duty pro
vided by the bill, the 8! cents limit to which they expect to 
reduce the cost can not be reached, not to speak at all about 
the cost of transportation from Dillon, Mont., to Pittsburgh, Pa. 
So I point out that this is not a protective rate. It can not be 
said to equalize the differences in competition in this particular 
article in the markets of the United States. 

Frankly, Mr. President, it is perfectly obvious that the Senate 
Finance Committee concluded that it would be better not to 
burden the steel interests with this added cost of production of 
their particular commodity. That policy was manifested not 
alone in connection with graphite, but, as I called to the attention 
of the Senate the other day, the same policy was observed with 
reference to manganese, another important product of my State, 
which was put upon the free list. It enters into the production 
of steel. So witl;l magnesite. That commodity is on the 
dutiable list, but with practically only a revenue duty imposed 
upon it. It also enters into the production of steel. The same 
statement applies to chrome, another valuable mineral, a prod
uct of the Western States, of which my State can supply un
limited quantities, and which likewise is used in the production 
of steel. 

The fact about the matter is that this bill is framed as all 
similar tariff bills are framed. It is a question of which par
ticula:r- interest will be able to bring the greatest amount ot 
influence and pressure to bear upon those who control the 
making of it. Take this particular product, consumed very 
largely by the Dixon Crucible Co., whose headquarters are in 
the State of New Jersey. My esteemed friend, the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN], wants graphite on the free 
list, or he wants the duty on it to be practically negligible. So 
my esteemed friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH], who 
represents the consumers of that State, wants it upon the free 
list or to have an inconsequential or insignificant rate of duty. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. l\Ir. President-
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield.· 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think I ought to state to 

the Senator that I am in favor of placing graphite on the free 
list not because there happen to be users of the commodity in 
Massachusetts. If they were in New York or Pennsylvania, I 
would take the same position. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I appreciate that; the Senator's 
position upon this question is practically my own. His atten
tion was called to this question by reason of the fact that 
graphite is consumed in his State. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachu etts. Exactly. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. That was all; that is how he hap

pened to learn about it. If it were not consumed in his State, 
and he learned about it in some other way, I am sure he would 
take exactly the same attitude with respect to it. However, 
the point I am making is that the announcement that this bill 
is framed upon the theory of equalizing the differences in the 
cost of production or differences in competition in trade in the 
markets of the United States between the foreign producer 
and the American producer is entirely_ refuted by this· par-
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ticnlar comrnoility, a well as by others to which I have called 
attention, all of which are the products of the Western States. 

The PHESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LADD in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Colorado to the amendment of the committee~ 

Mr. MYERS. I ask that the amendment be stated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend-

ment will be stated. 
Tlle As ISTANT SECRETARY. On page 37, line 10, it is pro

posed to amend the committee amendment after the w.ord 
" amorphous " and the comma by striking, out " 10 per cent ad 
:valorem " and inserting in lieu thereof- " 1 cent- per pound." 

l\Ir. NICHOLSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays; 
and meanwhile I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is 
suggested. The Secretary will call the roll 

The As istant Secretary called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 
Ashurst Gooding McNary 
Ball Harris Moses 
Branuegce Harrison Myers 
Bursum Hefiin Newberry 
Calder Johnson Nicholson 
Capper • Jones, N. Mex. N0dor~·is 
Cru:away Jones, Wash. die. 
Curti~ Kellogg Page 
Dial Kendrick Phipps 
Dillingham Ladd Pittmnn 
Edge La Follette PoindPxter 
Elkin Lenroot Ransdell 
Ernst Lodge Rawson 
France McCumber Robinson 
Geru i.\frKinlcy Sheppard 
Glass McLean Shortridge 

Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson, Ga. 
Williams 

.. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-one Senators having an
swered to their names, a· quorum is present. The question is 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. NICHOL oN] to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. MYERS. I a...;;k that the amendment be stated again. 
The As..<iistant Secretary restated the amendment to the 

amendment. 
llr. NICHOLSO-T. I ask for a roll call. 
The yeas and nay were ordered, and the Assistant Secretary 

proc:eeded to call the roll. 
Mr. COLT (when his name was called). Transferring my 

pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. TRAM.MELL] to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. C&ow), I vote "nay." 

l\[r. EDGE (when his name was called). rtransfer my gen
eral pair with the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN) 
to the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [l\lr. PEPPER], and will 
vote. I vote "nay." 

l\1r. JONES of New l\!exico (when his name was called). 
Making the ame announcement as on the previous vote as to 
'the transfer of my pair, I vote " yea." 

l\ir. KE.i.'IDRICK (when his name was called). Having a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. l\Ic
CoRMICK], and being unable to secure a transfer, I am compelled 
to withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote " yea." 

Mr. MOSEJS (when Mr. KEYES's name was called). I wish to 
announce the ab ence of my colleague [Mr. KEYES) from the 
Sennte to-day on account of illness. If he were present, he 
would vote " nay " on this question. 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia (when his name was called). I 
n·ansfer my general pair with the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
CA)£ERON] to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrTcHcocK), and 
will vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATSON] to the Sena
tor from Texas [l\Ir. CULBERSON), and will vote. I vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CURTIS. I was reque ted to announce the absence of 

the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEPPER] on official 
business. I also desire to announce the absence of the junior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] and the senior Senator from 
Obio [Mr. PolIEREXE]. They are paired on this question and 
all others. 

l\.fr. WARREN (after having voted in the negative). Has the 
junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] voted 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
Mr. WARREN. I have a standing pair with that Senator. 

I transfer the pair to the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
STA. .-nELD], and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have a general pair with the junior 
Senator from Utah [Mr. KING]. In his absence I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Mai·yland [Mr. WELLER], and vote 
"nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 22, nays. 47, as follows : 

Broussard 
Bursum 
Capper 
Caraway 
Elkins 
Ernst 

Ashurst 
Ball 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Colt 
Curtis 
Dial 
Dillingham 
Edge 
Fletcher 
France 
Frelinghuysen 

YEAS-22. 
Gooding 
Heil.in 
Johnson 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Ladd 

McKinley 
McNary 
Nicholson 
Oddie 
Phipps 
Poindexter 

NAYS-47. 
Gerry 
Glass 
Hale 
Harris 
Harrison 
Kellogg 
La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
Mccumber 
McLean 
Moses 

Myers 
Nelson 
Newberry 
Norris 
Page 
Pittman 
Ransdell 
Rawson 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Simmons 
Smith 

NOT VOTING-27. 
.Borah Harreld New 
Cameron Hitchcock Norbeck 
Cr<>w Kendrick Overman 
Culberson Keyes Owen 

J.::~~s ~cnJormick ~~rJ>::ene 
Fernald Mc Kellar Reed 

Shortridge 
Sterling 
Wadsworth 
Warren 

Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson, Ga. 
Williams 

Shields 
Stanfield 
Trammell 
Watson, Ind. 
Weller 
Willis 

So Mr. N1 HOLSON's amendment to the committee amendment 
was rejected~ 

l\fi·. HEFLIN. If I may, I would• like to offer an amend-
ment to make the rate one-half cent a pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The S~retary will state the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The Senator from Alabama pro
poses to strike out " 10 per cent ad valorem" and to insert 
"onP-half of 1 cent per pound." 

.Mr. ROBINSON. I would like to ask the Senator a ques
tion in regard to his amendment to the amendment. What 
would be the ad \alorem {lquivalent? 

l\fr. HEFLIN. About 33! per cent, probably. I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays- were ordered, and the Assistant Secre-
tary proceeded to call the roll. 

l\Ir. COLT (when hi& name was called). Making the same 
announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

Mr. EDGE (when bis name was called). Making the same 
announcement as before, I vote " nay:" 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). 
Making the same announcement as on the previous vote. I vote· 
"yea." 

l\Ir. KENDRICK (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as to the unavoidable absence of my pair, 
I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote" yea." 

l\!r. MOSES (when 1\Ir. KEYEs's name was called). I am 
authorized to state that if my colleague [Mr. KEYES), who is 
absent on account of illness, were present, he would vote 
" nay " on this amendment to the amendment. 

l\Ir. l\fcKL.~LEY (when his name was called). I have a. per
manent pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CAR WAY), which I transfer to the junior Senator from Dela-
ware [Mr. nu PoNT) and vote "nay." . 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as before with regard to my pair and its trans
fer, I vote "nay." 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia (when his name was called). Mak
ing the same announcement as before, I vote " nay." 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when bis name was called). Repeating the 
announcement made by me a moment ago concerning my pair 
and its transfer, I vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the following pairs: 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. NEW] with the Senator from 

Tennessee [Mr. l\IcKELLAR] ; and 
The junior Senator fro:i;n Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] with the senior 

Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE]. 
The result was annonnced-yeas 20, nays 47, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Broussard 
Bur sum 
Capper 
Elkins 

Ball 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Colt 
Curtis 
Dial 
Dillingham 

YEAS-20. 
Gooding Ladd 
Heflin McNary 
Johnson Nicholson 
Jones, N. Mex. Oddie 
Jones, Wash Phipps 

NAYS-47. 
Edge 
Ernst 
Fletcher 
France 
Frelinghuysen 
Glass 
Hale 

Harris 
Harrison 
Kellogg 
La Follette 
Le.nroot 
Lodge 
Mccumber 

Pittman 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shortridge 
Wadsworth 

McKinley 
McLean 
Moses 
Myers 
Nelson 
Newberry 
Norris 
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Page 
Poindexter 
Ransdell 
Rawson 
Simmons 

Smith Sutherland 
Smoot Swanson 
Spencer Townsend 
Stanley Underwood 
Sterling Walsh, Mass. 

NOT VOTING-29. 

Borah Gerry New 
Cameron Harreld Norbeck 
Caraway Hitchcock Overman 
Crow Kendrick Owen 
Culberson Keyes Pepper 
Cummins King Pomerene 
du Pont McCormick Reed 
Fernald McKellar Shields 

Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson, Ga. 
Williams 

Stanfield 
Trammell 
Watson, Ind. 
Weller 
Willis 

So Mr. HEFLIN's amendment to the committee amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, -1 desire to offer an amend
ment in regard to the first item in the paragraph. I submit that 
we ought to give some measure of protection to this industry. 
There is no reason why a sufficient quantity of graphite to 
entirely satisfy and fulfill all the demands of the country should 
not be produced by Americans. 

We should give the producers of graphite a little encourage
ment. If protection· means anything, if the fixing of these rates 
of duty means anything, it means equalizing the difference be
tween the cost of production here and the price for which the 
foreign article can be bought. It is immaterial as to what the 
percentage is. It may be 5 per cent, or it may be 300 per Cef\t, 
but if that principle is right we ought to extend it all over this 
country, whether it be the East, the North, the West, or the 
South. If it is right to protect industFies in one part of the 
country, it is right and proper to protect them in another por
tion of the country. The American wage earner, the laborer, 
in the State of Montana or the State of California or the State 
of Texas is just as much in need of that protection and entitled 
to it as the laborer in the State of Maine, or the State of Massa
chusetts, or the State of Alabama, or any other State. 

Possibly the rates which were proposed were a little high. 
The rate proposed by the committee in the first portion of the 
paragraph is nothing more nor less than a revenue rate. It 
follows the Democratic policy, pure and simple. I would like 
to see the e schedules adopted on the basis of protection to 
American producers and American labor. 

I move to amend the first item in the paragraph by inserting 
one-fourth of 1 cent a pound. That will mean $5 a ton. It will 
mean $4 a ton on the basis of 80 per cent ores coming from 
Colorado. Those ores have been bringing $9 net. That will 
mean approximately a little better than 40 per cent protection. 
I belie\e it would greatly encourage production if we adopted 
this amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On line 10, page 37. strike out 
"10" and insert in lieu thereof "one-fourth of 1 cent a pound," 
so that it will read : 

Amorphous, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I a sk for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
1\lr. COLT {when his name was called). Jllaking the same an

nouncement as before, I vote "nay." 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico {when his name was called). 

Making the same announcement as before, I vote "' yea." 
Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I again an

nounce the absence of my pair, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
McCoRllICK]. Being unable to obtain a transfer, I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. MOSES (when l\fr. KEYES's name was called). I again 
announce that my colleague [Mr. KEYES] is absent on account 
of illness. If present he would vote "nay." 

Mr. McKINLEY {when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CAB,,\WAY] 
to the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEPPER], and vote 
"nay." 

Mr. WATSON of Geo1·gia (when his name was called). Mak
ing the same announcement as before, I vote " nay." 

Mr. WIL.LiilfS (when his name was called). Repeating the 
announcement previously made as to my pair and its transfer, 
I vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the junior Senator 

from Indiana [Mr. NEW] is paired with the junior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR], and that the junior Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] is paired with the senior Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. POMERENE]. 

The result was · announced-yeas 23, nays 46, as follows:. 

Ashurst 
Borah 
Broussard 
Bursum 
Capper 
Elkins 

Ball 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Colt 
Curtis 
Dial 
Dillingham 
Ernst 
Fletcher 
France 
Frelinghuysen 
Glass 

YEAS-23. 
Gooding 
He.ti in 
Johnson 
Jones, N. Me.x. 
Jones, Wash. 
Ladd 

McI ary 
Nicholson 
Oddie 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Poindexter 

N.AYS--46. 
Hale 
Harris 
Harrison 
Kellogg 
La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McCumber 
McKinley 
McLean 
Moses 
Myers 

Nelson 
Newberry 
Norris 
Overman 
Page 
Ransdell 
Robinson 
Shields 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 

NOT VOTING-27. 
Cameron Fernald McCormick 
Caraway Gerry McKellar 
Crow Harreld New 
Culberson Hitchcock Norbeck 
Cummins Kendrick Owen 
du Pont Keyes Pepper 
Edge King Pomerene 

Rawson 
Sheppard 
Shortridge 
Sterling 
Wadsworth 

Stanley 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson , Ga. 
Williams 

Reed 
Stanfield 
Tramme11 
Watson, Ind. 
Weller 
Willis 

So 1\fr. Bmsu:ru's amendment to the committee amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. 1\fr. President, I desire now to offer the 
amendment which I gave notice I would offer, namely, on page 
27, line 10, to strike out the words "amorphous, 10 per cent 
ad vaJorem," my argument being that this is not a protective 
duty. The product could not be protected by any duty a the 
article which is brought in and used here is not produced in 
the United States. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 1\fr. President, I thought I had 
demonstrated the error of that conclusion, but if the Senator 
from Michigan :finds it necessary to insist upon his proposition, 
I shall perhaps be obliged to go over the argument again. 

l\lr. TOWNSEND. Tbe Senator from Michigan heard the 
Senator from Montana and listened very attentively to his argu
ment. Unless the Senator from Montana ba something new 
to present in reference to th~ matter, it is not necessary that he 
should repeat his statement. l\fy own investigation ha led 
me to belie>e to the contrary of his view of the facts as they 
exist with reference to the use of this product in the concern 
where it is manufactured. 

I have no doubt that is the opinion· of the Senator. I have 
my own opinion with reference to the matter and I am a pro
tectionist. There is no reason in the world why I should not 
faYor a duty upon this product. 

However, if it is true, as the Senator from Utah [Mr. SuooT] 
just suggests to me, that if my amendment is agreed to this 
item will go into the so-called ba ket clause of the tariff bill 
and thus will carry a heavier rate, I do not want to do that. 
I am advocating a removal of the duty entirely because thi is 
purely a revenue duty and not a protective duty. 

1\lr. SMOOT. The only way to do that is to wait until the 
committee amendments are disposed of, and then, when the hill 
gets into the Senate, the Senator can move to strike out the 
item and put it on the free list. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I am perfectly willing to follow that 
course. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is the course we have followed with refei·
ence to other items. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Very well. Then I withdraw tlle umend
ment a.t this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The arnendnient offered by the 
Senator from Michigan is withdrawn. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 1\Ir. President, I rose simply to 
say that the vote on this item should not be taken upon the 
assumption on the part of anyone that it was on the theory 
that there was no American product which came into competi
tion with amorphous crystalline flakes. I understood 'the Sen
ator from Michigan to say it is conceded that this article is not 
produced in this country, and therefore we need no prcitection. 
I do not want to combat the rate at all, but I do not want u11~7-
one to vote on the matter on the particular assumption that it 
is conceded or that it is the fact. I want it understood that the 
commodity as produced in this country is equal to any foreign 
product and it is as much entitled to protection, if we are to 
legislate upon that principle, as any other item in tlie biD. 
The rate which is proposed here is purely a revenue rate, be
cause it affords no protection whatever of any kind. 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, graphite is not the only item 
in this bill which, it is said, we can not procluce in this country ; 
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that proposition runs to many items, and there are those who 
belie•e we can not produce suaar successfully in this country. 
If there be a class of citizens in this country who I think are 
less American than any other class, it is those who go abroad 
and develop a foreign industry of any kind, and employ the 
cheapest labor they can find in all the world, and then want to 
bring that product back into America, free of duty, and sell it 
to the American people. Of course, the cheaper the labor the 
greater the profits. It is far better for them, of course, to de
velop foreign industries with cheap labor, so far as dollars and 
cents are concerned. 

I want' to say, in my judgment, we have just as good graphite 
in this country as there is any place in the world. I heard a 
witness say before the Finance Committee that we could not 
grow Belgian hare for fur because the fur grown in this coun
try would not felt. The trouble was because he could buy it so 
much cheaper abroad, where labor costs practically nothing at 
all. It would be a mistaken policy, of course, so far as his 
selfish intere.~ts are concerned, to encourage the industry in 
this counh·y. That policy runs all the way through in a great 
many different lines, if you please; the sugar we grow in this 
country is not quite so sweet, in the estimation of some people, 
as the sugar that is grown in Cuba, for in tance, with the cheap 
native labor, and in many cases coolie labor sent to the island 
under contract from China. 

I am very glad to see some of the Senators across the aisle 
voting for protection. I hope the time will come when there 
will be no division in this body on the great principle of pro
tection, so that every American industry, so far as that is con
cerned, will be treated fairly, whether it is located in the East, 
in the West, in the North, or in the South. That is not true 
to-day. I know it never will be true until the people of the 
South come back where they stood 100 years ago and again 
stand for. protection. In my judgment they are coming back. 
It may not be in my lifetime, but the time is coming when this 
great Ame1ican people, the most intelligent people in all the 
world, are not going to permit any political party to make a 
football of the bnsiness interests of the country and kick them 
around as is being done at this time, and for practically 100 
years past. I do not believe it is going to take another 100 years 
to settle that question. There is too much intelligence in the 
American people to permit that. 

Speaking for myself, Mr. President, I want to say that I have 
no fault to find with the attitude of the Democratic Party in 
their opposition to the protective tariff measure that is now 
before the Senate. I believe it is the duty of eve.ry Senator and 
of every political party when they believe that a measure is 
unconstitutional and morally wrong to fight that l!leasure to the 
last ditch. The Senator from Alabama [l\Ir. UNDERWOOD], the 
minority leader of the Democratic Party, whom I believe to be 
the greatest leader the Democratic Party has had in the Senate 
for more than half a century, has made it very clear that the 
Senators on that side, with three exceptions, are opposed to 
protection. The Senator from Alabama says he belongs to that 
school which believes that protection is unconstitutional, and 
he goes further and says that he believes protection is morally 
wrong. 

As far as I am concerned, I am going to discuss this tariff bill, 
Mr. President, from the standpoint that protection is constitu
tional and morally right, and that it is un-American to force 
American industries and American labor to compete with the 
pauper labor of foreign countries. 

The Senator from Alabama says protection is a tax on the 
American people. If it is, Mr. President, it is a tax that the 
American people will not do without and, in my judgment, can 
not do without. 

The Democratic Party might as well understand first as last 
that the laboring men of this country will not be forced to com
pete with the cheap labor of Europe, which only means a reduc
tion to their standards of living and their standards of wages. 

We have already heard much about the breftkfast table and 
the poor laboring man, but I want to say, Mr. President, that 
the party that votes to put the products of labor, whether it is 
on the farm, in the mills, or in the mine, in competition with the 
cheap labor of foreign countries is not the friend of labor, and 
the laboring men of this country are beginning to find that out. 
To close our ports to foreign immigration and at the same time 
open them to the products of foreign labor is nothing less than a 
crime, and one that would only work hardships and privations on 
the American people, the same as the free trade policy has al
ways done when free trade laws have been in force in this 
country. 

Every government, Mr. President, must levy. a tax to defray 
expenses. The Republican Party believes that in levying a 

duty on foreign imports it should be levied first for protection, 
second for .reYenne, and eYery loyal citizen of every country 
should be willing to pay his share of taxes to maintain his gov
ernment. 

And here in .America, Mr. President, we tax our citizens, and 
more especially our laboring men, less than any other country 
on earth. No one need shed any tears about the taxes the 
American laboring man has to pay on foreign bnvorts, for they 
are far less than that paid by the laboring men of any other 
country. 

I wish to read the taxes that are levied by various countries 
per capita on imports. In the United States in 1912 the re
ceipts from cust-0ms were $311,321,672. · The population at' that 
time was 95,097,000. The per capita tax on imports was $3.20; 
in 1913 it was $3.30; in 1921 it is $2.76. It is estimated by the 
Finance Committee that the pending bill will raise a rewnue 
for 1922 of $350,000,000, which 'Till represent a per capita tax 
levied on imports of $3.31. 

The United Kingdom le\ied a tax on imports in 1914 of 
$4.23 per capita ; in 1922 of $14.78 per capita. 

Canada in 1914 levied a per capita tax on imports of $14.57, 
and in 1922 of $11.90. • 

France l~ned a per capita ·tax on imports in 1913 of $3.61, 
and in 1921 of $8.69. 

Germany in 1913 le>ied a per capita tax on imports of 
$13.02, and in 1922 a per capita tax of $16. 9 

Italy in 1913 levied a per en pita tax on imports of $1.90, 
and in 1922 a per capita tax of $1.46. 

Argentine in 1914 levied a per capita tax on imports of 
$10.76, and in 1920 of $7.83. 

Brazil in 1913 levied a per capita tax on imports of $2.32, 
and in 1920 of $1.74. 

Chile in 1913 leYied a per capita tax on imports of $J 2.62, 
and in 1920 of $13.53. 

Mr. President, I ask that the table from which I have qno7ed 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The table referred to is as follows : 

Per capita custotns receipts from imports. 

Country. 

United States ........................ . 
Do .............................. . 
Do .............................. . 

Mccumber bill ..... _ ................ . 
United Kingdom .................... . 

Do ............................. . . 
Canada ........................... .. . . 

Do .............................. . 
France .............................. . 

Do .............................. . 

Geno~:::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: 
rta1li0_.:::: :::::: ::: :: : : : :: : :: ::::::: 
Argentine ........................... . 

Do .............................. . 
Brazil ............................... . 

Cbil~.~'.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Do ... ..... .................. .... . 

Year. 

1912 
1913 
1921 
1922 
1914 
1922 
1914 
1922 
1913 
1921 
1913 
1922 
1913 
1921 
1914 
1920 
1913 
1920 
1913 
1920 

Receipts. 

$311, 321, 672 
318, 891, 393 
:!92,397,349 
350, 000, 000 
172, 839; 003 
632, 052, 720 
105, 000, 000 
104, 420, 451 
143, 01 ' 211 
360, RO, 770 
882, 795, 932 

1, 047, 200, OJ() 
67, 121, 347 
54,198,638 
84,447, 105 
7Q, 526,398 
5i,481, 940 
53, 915,400 
45, 353,573 
52, 377,367 

I Per 
Popnlation. capita 

receipts. 

95,097,000 
96, :')l:l, 000 

105, 7lll, 620 
105, 710, 620 
40,830,000 
42, 7ti7,530 
7,206, 6!3 
R, 769,48J 

39,6!'H, 50J 
41, 50!l,OOO 
67, 812,000 
62, 000, 000 
3.5, 230, 997 
37,270, 493 

7,849,385 
9, 000,000 

24, 300, 000 
31,000,000 
3,593,005 
3,870,023 

13. 2'.) 
3. 30 
2. 76 
3. 31 
4. 23 

14. 7'13 
14. 57 
11.!JO 
3. 61 
8.69 

13.02 
16.S'.> 
1.90 
1.46 

10. 76 
7. 83 
2.32 
1. 74 

12.62 
l:l. 53 

Fiscal year of United Kingdom, Canada, and Germany ends Mar'!h 31. 
All receipts converted 1nto American money at par. 
Receipts for Germany 1922 e timated. 
Receipts for Italy 1921 estimated. 
Data obtained for Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. 

Mr. GOODING. I now desire to make a comparison of the 
duties which are levied in Canada on farm products and the 
duties which are proposed to be levied on such products under 
the bill as reported by the Finance Committee. 

Under the tariff law of Canada the tax levied on live hogs is 
a cent and a half a pound, while under the bill as reported by 
the Finance Committee the tax is one-half cent a pound. On 
fresh meats in Canada the tax is 23 cents a pound, while.it is 
from three-fourths of a cent to 5 cents a pound in the bill as 
reported by the Finance Committee. 

On meats, canned, in Canaua the tax is 7' cents a pound ; on 
lard and compounds it is 2 cents a pound in Canada and only 
1 cent a pound under the bill as reported by the Finance Com
mittee. On tallow there is a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem 
imposed in Canada, while the duty is only one-half cent a pound 
in the bill as reported by the Finance Committee. 

On eggs in Canada the1·e is a duty of 3 cents per dozen im
posed, while the bill as reported by the Finance Committee im
poses a duty of 8 cents per dozen. On cheese in Canada there is 
imposed a duty of 3 cents a pound, while a duty of 5 cents a 

• 
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pound is imposed by the bill as reported by the Finance Com- The table referred to is as follows : 
mittee. On butter a duty of 4 cents a pound is· imposed in Tariff of the Dominion of Canada. 
Canada, while 8 cents a pound is imposed by the bill as reported . ---------,------~:--------:------
by the Finance Committee. On coffee the duty is 5 cents a 
pound in Canada, while it is on the free list in thia country. 

Coffee is an article that goes on the breakfast table, Mr. 
President, about which we have heard so much. I repeat, in 
Canada there is a duty of 5 cents a pound on coffee, while co:ftee 
is on the free list in this country under the pending bilL 

On coffee, when not imported directly from country of growth, 
there is a duty per pound of 5 cents plus 10 per cent ad valorem 
under the Canadian law, while it is free in the bill reported by 
the committee. 

On coffee, green, there is a duty of 3 cents a pound in Canada, 
while it is on the free list under the pending bill. Tea has a 
duty of 10 cents a pound in Canada, while it is free under the 
pending bill. 

Rice, tapioca, and sago flour have a duty of 1 cent a pound in 
Canada, and only half a cent in the bill as reported by the Fi
nance Committee. 

Condensed milk has a duty of 31 cents per pound in Canada, 
while it only has a duty of 1 cent in the bill a& reported by the 
Finance Committee. · 

Beans have a duty of 35 cents a bushel in Canada, while here 
there is a duty of $1.20 imposed in the bill a,s reported by the 
Finance Committee. 

On peas there is a duty of 15 cents a bushel in Canada, and 
a duty of 56 cents under the pending bill. On buckwheat there 
is a duty in Canada of 15 cenb:i, while there is a duty of 5 cents 
a bushel under the pending bill. 

On buckwheat :flour there is a duty of 50 cents per 100 pounds 
in Canada, and 50 cents per 100 pounds under the pending bill. 

Corn meal has a duty of 25 cents a -barrel in Canada. and 30 
cents a hundred pounds under the bill as reported by the Fi
nance Committee. 

Oats ha-s a duty of 10 cents a bushel imposed in Canada, and 
of 15 cents a bushel under the bill as reported by the Finance 
Committee. 

Oatmeal has a duty of 60 cents per hundred imposed on it in 
Canada, while the rate is 90 cents a hundred in the bill as re
ported by the committee. 

Rye ha8 a duty of 10 cents a bushel imposed in Canada, while 
the duty is 15 cents a bushel in the bill as reported by the Fi
nance Committee. 

Rice, cleaned, has a duty of 75 cents a hundred impased on it 
in Canada, while a duty of three-eighths of a cent a pound is 
imposed on it under the bill as reported by the committee. 

Sago and tapioca have a duty of 27! per cent in Canada, 
while on tapioca there is a duty of one-half cent a pound im
posed under the bill as reported by the committee. 

On hay and straw there is a duty of $2 per ton imposed in 
Canada, while on hay a duty of $4 a ton and on straw a duty of 
$3.50 a ton are imposed under the bill as reported by the Finance 
Committee. 

Flaxseed has a duty of 10 cents a bushel imposed on it 
Canada, and a duty of 40 cents a bushel imposed under the bill 
as reported by the committee. 

So, taking the greater necessities of life, there is no ques
tion, so far as the breakfast table and the dinner table and the 
supper table are concerned, that the Canadian citizen pays 
twice the tax that the American citizen pays. 

The duty on farm machinery is from 15 to 20 per cent in 
Canada, while it is free under the bill as reported by the 
Finance Committee. The duty on typewriters is 25 per cent ad 
valorem in Canada, while they are free in America. The duty 
on sewing machines is 30 per cent in Canada, while it is from 
25 to 40 per cent ad valorem in this country. Woolen yarns have 
a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem in Canada and from 30 to 40 
per cent ad valorem in this country under the bill as reported 
by the Finance Committee. Woolen blankets have a duty of 
35 per cent ad valorem in Canada and from 30 to 40 per cent 
ad valorem under the bill as reported by the Finance Com
mittee. 

Boots and shoes have a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem in 
Canada and an ad valorem duty of not over 10 cents under the 
pending bill. Harness and saddles have a duty of 30 per cent in 
Canada., while they have a duty of 35 per cent under the bill as 
reported by the committee. 

Mr. President, I ask that this table which I am quoting may 
be published in the RECORD entire. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is so 
ordered .. 

Commodity. Unit. Canadian taritf. 

Llvehogs ••••••• ,..-•••• Pound ••.••••••. l!cents •••••••••.. 
Meats,!resh .................. do........... 3 cents ...•.•••••.. 
Meats, canned .•••••••••••.•.. do........... 7i per cent ••••.••. 
Lard and compounds .•..••.• do........... 2 cents .•...•.•.••. 
Tallow •..•.•••••••••.•••.•... do........... 20 per cent •••••••. 

~~~:::::::::::::::::: ~g~·:::::::::: -~-~dt;;':.::::::::::: 

Butter .••••••••••••.•••.••••• do........... 4 cents .•.•••••••.. 
Coffee .••••••••••••••••••••••• do ...•••• ·-.. 5 cents ...•........ 
Coffee, when not im· ••.• -do.-......... 5 cents plUS-10 per 

importeddirectlyfrom cent. 

Finance Commit
tee. 

~cent. 
f to5 cents. 

1 cent per pound. 
! cent. 
8 cents. 
5 cents (over 5 

cents value 25 
per cent). 

8 cents per pound. 
Free. 

Do. 

country of growth. 

~~:~~~:::::::::::: :::::~::::::::::: fo~~t;::::::::::: ~~: 
Rice, tapioca, and sago Pound .••••••... 1 cent ..•.•.•.••••. l cent per pound. 

flour. 
:Milk, condensed .•••..•.•.•... do.......... 3i cents .•••••••... 

~=~::::::::::::::::::: -~~~~}:::::::::: rs=~::::::::::: 
Buckwheat ......•••.••....•. do ..•.•.••.....•• do ••.•••••.••• 
Buclrw.heat fl.our........ Hundredweight. 5() cents ..••••••.•• 
Corn meal......... . • • . . . Barrel.... • . • • . . . 25 cents ••••• - •••• 

1 cent per pound. 
$1.20. 
56 cents. 
5 cents. 
50cents. 

Oats ....•••••••••••••••. Bushel ......... . 

30 cents per hun· 
dredweight. 

10 cents........... 15 cents. 
Oatmeal.. •...•. ·-....... Hundredweight. 60 cents... . . • •• • • . 90 cents, 
Rye. ........ ···~······· Bushel. ........ . 10 cents .•••••••••• . 15 cents. 
Rice, cleaned............ Hundredweight_ 
Sago and tapioca ..••.••..•.•••.•.••••••... 

75 cents. . . . • . • . • . . I cent per pound. 
271 per cent....... Tapioca,~ cent per 

pmn;id. 
Hayandstraw •.••••.•.. Ton. •••••••••... $2 ••••••••••••••••• Hay, $4; s.traw, 

Flaxseed................ Bushel.......... 10 cents .•••••••••. 
Grass seed ... ········~·· Pound ..•.. 4 .... 10 per cent ....... . 
Ve~etables, n. o.p •.•......... do •.•..•...• 30percent .••..•.• 
Omons ....•........••........ do .•.•..••........ do ....••••••... 
Apples ........•.••.•••.. Barrel. .......... 90cents .•••••••... 
Dates and figs-······-··· Hundredweight. 55 cents .••••••.•.. 

Honey .................. Pound .••••.•... 
Nuts, all kinds, includ- ..... do •.••••..... 

ing peanuts. 

~~~~h:eiieci:::::::::::: :::::~::::::::::: 
Salm.on, fresh ....•• - ••. ·~ ... do .•••••••.. 
Salmon, prepared ..•••....... do .••••••.•.• 
Sugar .........•...•••••.••.•• do .•.•.•••••• 
Oigars and cigarettes •........ do ..••••••••• 

Sewing machines •••••••.•••••••••••••••••. 

3 cents .•••••••.••. 
2cents •••••••••••. 

t cent .••.•••••••.• 
4cents .•••.••••••. 
1 cent •... ·-······· 
30per cent •••••••• 
2 cents ........... . 
l!.10 plus 25 per 

cent. 
30percent ••.••... 

~~;;~~::~:::: :::::::::::::::::: ~i6!-c!1!t"i0"20" 
percent. 

Woolen yarn, n. o. p •....•••••••..••.•.... 30 per cent .•••••.. 

Woolen blankets. . . . • . . . • •••. do • • • • • • • • • . 35 per cent ••••.••. 

Boots and shoes, harness . . • • . • . . . • • . . • . • . . 30 per cent •.•..... 
and saddles. 

$3.50. 
40cents. 
1 cent to 4 cenS... 
30 per cent. 
1 cent. 
75 cents. 
Dates, 1 cent; figs, 

2 cents. 
3 cents. 
1 cent to 4 cents. 

Free. 
1centto15 cents. 
2 cents. 
25percent. 
$1.60. 
SUO plus 25 per 

cent. 
25 per cent to 4-0 

per cent. 
Free. 

Do. 

26 cents plus 30 per 
cent to 39 cents 
plus 40 per cent. 

20 cents plus 30 per 
cent to 40 cents 
plus 40 per cent. 

Boots and shoes, 
12 cents pair plus 
5 per cent; har
ness and saddles, 
35percent. 

In addition to the general tariff the cana.dian la.w provides for a British prefer· 
ential and an intermediate tariff. The intermediate tariff applies to any country 
to which its benefits may be extended by orders in council. 

Mr. GOODING. I have here a table showing the duties im- · 
posed by the tariff law of the United Kingdom. 

On coffee there is a duty of $9.78 a hundred, while it is free 
under the pending bill as reported. On tea under the British 
tariff law a duty of 24 cents a pound is levied, while under the 
pending bill it is on the free list. Tea and coffee are luxuries 
in England; they are necessities in the United States. 

On sugar there is a duty levied of $6.16 a hundred pounds in 
Great Britain, as against $1.60 a hundred under the bill as 
reported. -

In England l!lore revenue is collected from duties on coffee 
and tea and sugar and coconut and cocoa than we collect in 
.America on all the farm products that go upon the breakfast 
table. 

On condensed milk, sweetened, the duty in England is $2.80 
per 100 pounds, while under the bill as reported by the Finance 
Committee the rate is $1.50. On cocoa the rate in England per 
100 pounds is $9.781 while under the bill as reported by the 
committee it is free. On currants, per 100 pounds, the English 
duty is 48 cents; under the bill as reported by tbe committee 
it is $2.50. On figs and raisins the English duty per 100 pounds 
is $2.52, and under the bill reported by the Finance Commit
tee $2. On prunes the rate of the British tariff per 100 pounds 
is $2.52, and under the bill reported by the Finance Committee 

' 
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50 cents. When it comes to cider there is not very much dif
ference in the respective duties, the English duty being 8 cents 
a gallon and the proposed duty under the pending bill 10 cents 
a gallon. Under the English tariff the duty on gasoline is 
12 cents a gallon, while under the pending bill it is free. On 
motor cars and motor cycles the British duty is 33! per cent, 
while under the pending bill as reported by the Finance Com
mittee it is 25 per cent. On chicory the British duty per 100 
pounds is $9.37, while under the pending bill reported by the 
Finance Committee it is $1.50. 

So the figures run, l\1r. President, all along the line. England 
placed a duty during 1921 on opera glasses of 35 per cent ad 
valorem; on laboratory porcelain, of 35 per cent ad valorem; 
on scientific instruments, of 40 per cent ad valorem. A great 
many articles have been put on the dutiable list in England. I • 
ask that the entire table may be printed as a part of my re
marks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The table referred to is as follows : 

Tariff of the United K i ngdom. 

Article. Unit. 

~~~:: :::::::: :: : : ::::: l~t=~~:: :::::::: 
Coconut, sugared........ 100 pounds ......... , 
Sugar .... . ................... do .............. . 
Condensed milk, sweet- ..... do .............. . 

en ed. 
Cocoa ..........•............. do ..........•.... 
Currants ..................... do .............. . 
Figs and raisins .....•........ do .............. . 
Prunes ....................... do ..•............ 
Cider.................... Gallon ....... J •••••• 

m~~~:; t~~cc::::::: :::::~~::::::::::::::: 
Motor spirit (gasoline) . . Gallon ............. . 
Motor cars and motor ..................... . 

cycles. 

Chicory ................. 100 pounds ......... . 
Chloral hydrate ......•.. 1 pound ......•...... 
Chloroform.. .................. do .............. . 
Watches ..................................... . 
Clocks ........................................ . 

Collodion.... . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 gallon ....•........ 
Soap. t ransparent ....... 1 pound ...........•. 
~usical instruments .....................•.... · 1 

Full duty. 

$9. 78 
• 24 

2.80 
6.16 
2.80 

9. 78 
.48 

2.52 
2.52 
.08 

3.90 
2.80 
. 12 

33i per cent. 

'9.37 
.42 

1. O! 
33! per cent. 
33! per cent. 

$8.23 
.06 

33! per cent. 

Finance Committee 
rate. 

Free. 
Free . 
$4.50 
1.60 
1.50 

Free. 
2.50 
2.00 
.50 
.10 

1. 50 
1.50 

Free . 
Cars, 25 per cent; 

cycles, 30 per 
cent. 

Sl.50 
25per cent. 

$0.08 
75 cents to $10. 75. 

35 per cent plus $1 
to $3. 

$2. 80 
30per cent. 
35 per cent. 

The average paid carpentet·s, plasterers, painters, bricklayers, ma
chinists, and shoemakers in Eugland is $3.08 per day. 

TARIFF OF THE UNITED KINGDOM. 

(Page 2.) 
[NOTE.-Durina 1921 the number of articles to which the tariff of 

the United Kingdom applies has been greatly extended by the passing 
of the safeguarding of industries act, 1921. By this act articles com
ing under the following headings are chargeable with duty to the extent 
of 33~ per cent ad valorem.] 

'!'he Britis h rate is 33~ per cent. Finance Committee rates are as 
follows: 

Per cent. 
Optical glass------------------------------------------------ 35 
Optical instruments ----------------------------------------- 35 
Scientific glassware------------------------------------------ 35 

~~i~~ti~~!Jfn~~~~~~s======================================== ~g 
Gauges and measuring instruments---------------------"'------- 40 
Compounds of thorium, cerium, and other rare earth metals______ 25 
Synthetic organic chemicals----------------------------------
Lamp , blown ware-------------------------------------------Wireless valves and similar rectifiers __________________________ _ 
Ignit ion magnetos and permanent magnets--------------------- 25 
Arc-lamp carbons-------------------------------------------- 35 
Hosiery latch needles, $2 per thousand, plus___________________ 35 
Metallic tungsten____________________________________________ 45 

l\lr. GOODING. Mr. President, I have before me also a table 
showing the tariff rates under the French law. I wish to say 
that the duties under the tariff laws of all the countries to 
which I have referred or shall refer are collected on the gold 
basis. Under the French tariff law the duty on steers, bullocks, 
and heifers, per 100 pounds live weight, is $2.63; on rams, ewes, 
and wethers, per 100 pounds, live weight, $3.50; on mutton, 
fi"esh or preserved, per 100 pounds, $4.38; on pork, per 100 
pounds, $3.50; on eggs, per 100 pounds, 88 cents; on cheese, 
hard, Dutch or Swiss, per 100 pounds, $3.06; on butter, per 
100 pounds, $2.63; on wheat, 74 cents a bushel; on oats, 17 
cents a bushel; on barley, 26 cents a bushel; on rye, 30 cents a 
bushel ; on rice, whole and grits, per 100 pounds, $2.10 ; on ap
ples and pears, per 100 pounds, $1.31; on raisins and dates, per 
100 pounds, $6.57; on soya beans, per 100 pounds, 22 cents; on 
refined sugar, per 100 pounds, $2.72. Under the French tariff 
law coffee per 100 pounds is taxed $26.26. That is how much 
of a free breakfast table there is in France. On chocolate the 
French duty is also $26.26 per 100 pounds; and on tea, per 

100 pounds, $35.02, and that, of course, includes breakfast 
tea. 

Tobacco, cigars, and cigarettes, $656.56 a hundred pounds. 
Linseed oil, 53 cents a hundred pounds. 
Oil, soya bean, and corn for soap, 79 cents a hundred pounds. 
Edible fats, $3.06 a hundred. 
Cotton, washed, 66 cents a hundred. 
Hemp, combed, $1.31 a hundred. 
Vegetables, fresh, $1.75 a hundred. 
Vegetables, dried, $1.63 a hundred. 
Iron or steel billets, bars, 66 cents a hundred. 
Fine steel for tools, $1.97 a hundred. 
Iron or steel rods, 66 cents a hundred. 
Cotton yarn, $4.03 a hundred. 
Cotton yarn for carpets or rugs, $13.83 a hundred. 
Silk thread, unbleached, $35.02 a hundred. 
Table linen, $21.71 a hundred. 
Knit gloves, $78.79 a hundred. . 
Hides and skins, tanned, $1.31 a hundred. 
I shall not take the time to read all this list, Mr. President, 

but I ask that it be printed in connection with my remarks. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 

French tariff, based on the act 1910, re,vised to D ecember, 192 1. 
(Duty computed at par, American money. Franc equals 19.3 cents.] 

Article . . Unit. 

Steers, bullocks, heifers................................ 100 pounds live 
· weight. 

w!~~?~~~~t~~~~~~~:::: :: : : : : : ::: : : : : : : : : : :: : ::: : ~~~ :s~~~~::::::: 
Eggs .................................. .... ....•............. do ............ . 
Cheese, hard (Dutch or Swiss).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . .... do ............ . 
Butter ...................................................... do ............ . 
Wheat ................................................. Bushel ........ . . . 
Oats ........................................................ do ............ . 

~l~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :: :::::::: : : :: :!~:::::: ::::::: 
Semolina.............................................. 100 pounds ....... . 
Rice, whole and grits .................... ... .............. .. do ............ . 
Potatoes, March and June.............. ... ............ Bushel .......... . 

Ai!r.~~ii~1~;:~~:e:·:·:: :::: :::::::: :: : :: : : : : : : : ::: : ~~ :~~~~:::::::: 
~~r~~~~~~-:::: :::::::: ::: : :::::::::::::::: :: : : ::::: : : : : :~~:::::::::: ::: 
Chocolate ................................. ...... ............ do ............ . 
Tea ......................................................... do ............ . 

6~~~i. ~~~·- ~~~ -~i~~-r~.t~~::::::::::::::::::::::::: : : : : :gg_-: _-::::::::: 
Linseed oil ................................ .... .....•....... do ........... . 
Oil

1 
soy bean, and corn for soap ............................ do ........... . 

Edible fats, vegetable ....................................... do ........... . 
Cotton, washed, cleaned, bleached .......................... do ........... . 

[f l~.~j;;;;;;:::;::~;:;;;:;;;;::;;;:: ;;;:;1:;:;;;;;;:;; 
Iron or steel rods ........ . .................................. do ........... . 
Cotton yarn, single, unbleached ...................... : ..... do ........... . 

~iC:~hi:d~~tt~~-~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::~~·.-.:::::::::: 
Table linen, damasked, unbleached ......................... do ............ . 
Fabrics of pure cotton ..... . .. . ............................. do ............ . 

lf ~1;!![!iii~\liiilllilll!lillill:l :~~mrG'.[[:lll 
Pianos ... . . ................................................. do ....... .. ... . 

~~~~~bN!1:.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : : : : :~~::::::::::::: 
r:=~~~~~~;;p·arilii"i g~O& ~: :: : : : : :: : : : : ::: :::::: ::: : : : : : :~~:::: :: : : :: : : : 
Photographic apparatus, cameras, etc .. .. ................... do ............ . 

Gen
eral 
rate. 

$2.63 

3.50 
4.38 
3.50 
.88 

3.06 
2.63 
. 74 
.17 
.26 
.30 
.30 

3.33 
2.10 
.32 
.16 

1. 31 
6.57 
. 22 

2. 72 
26.26 
26. 26 
35.0J 

655. 56 
. 88 
. 5.3 
.79 

3.05 
.66 

1. 31 
1. 75 
1. 6.3 

.021 

.052 

.66 
1.97 

• (jfj 
4.03 

13.1'3 
35.02 
21. 71 

. 81 
20.14 
78. 79 
1. 31 
1. 5! 
8.68 

17. 51 
1. 31 

26. 26 
78. 79 
78. 79 
28.95 
7 88 
9. 88 
.17 

7.88 
65.66 

N OTE.-A lower tariff than the above, called the minimum tariff, is applicable to 
articles imported from certain countries with which special arrangements have been 
made. Articles from all other countries are subject to the general rate. 

The average wage paid carpenters, plasterers, painters, bricklayers, machinists, 
and shoemakers in France is Sl.46. 

l\lr. GOODING. I may say that with this per capita tux in 
France of $8.69, the carpenters, plasterers, painters, b1icklayers, 
machinists, and shoemakers in that country are working on the 
average for $1.46 a day, while in America these same trades 
are being paid on an average $7 .17 a day. So it seems to me 
that our friends across the aisle should not shed any tears 
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about the American workingman being highly taxed when we 
compare his wages with those that are paid in France or Eng
land or any other country, where they pay four times the tax 
on the breakfast table that we do in .America.. 

Here a.re the .figures for Italy : 
Cattle, per head, $3.84 to $15.36. 
Sheep, 87 cents a bead. 
Swine, $1.15 to $3.84 a head. 
Poultry, $1.35 per hundred pounds. 
Poultry, dressed, $1.35 per hundred pounds. 
Meats, fresh, $1.55 per hundred pounds. 
Meats, frozen . $1.35 per hundred pounds. 
Ham, $4.42 per hundred pounds. 
Milk, condensed, unsweetened, $1.74 per hundred pounds. 
Milk, powdered $3.48 per hundred pounds. 
:Milk, condensed, sweetened, $3.26 per hundred pounds. 
Milk, sugar, $3.26 per hundred pounds. 
Cheese, $2.12 per hundred pounds. 
Sugar, $3.07 per hundred pounds. · 
Coffee, $1 3.44 per hundred pounds. 
Coffee, ronsted, $17.86 per hundred pounds. 
Honey, $2.69 per hundred pounds. 
Chocolate, $10.56 per hundred pounds 
Tea, $34.97 per hundred pounds. Tea is free under the Finance 

Committee bill. 
Wheat, 4-0 cents a lru:shel. 
Corn, 37 cents a bushel. 
Rye 23 cents a lmshel. 
Barley, 18 cents a bushel 
Rice, 44 cents a hundred ·pounds. 
Wheat flour, $1 a hundred pounds. 
Cottonseed oil, $4.37 a hundred pounds. 
Linseed oil, $2.10 a hundred pounds. 
Lard, $1.30 a hundred pounds. 
Bacon, $2.20 a hundred pounds. 
Hides, tanned, $10.50 a hundred pounds. 
Harness, $113 a hundred pounds. 
Saddles, $1.50 each. 

The average wage paid for carpenters, plasterers, painters, 
bricklayers, machinists, and shoemakers in Italy is 79 cents a 
day, yet practically everything that goes on the breakfast table 
in Italy is taxed. 

I ask to have this table printed in the Rmcmm in connection 
with my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, _it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 

Tariff of Italy. 
[Monetary unit 1 lira. 1 lira equals 100 centesimi or $0.192.] 

Article. Unit. 

Horses......................................... Head .......••. 
Jr[ules .....•••.••..••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••...•. do ...•••••. 
Cattle .................•••••••.••......•..•......... do .....•... 
Sheep .•.....•....•.....•.•••••.•...•••...•.•....... do ........ . 
Swine .......•....•...•..•.••......•......•......... do ........ . 

~~~~;a.ressed.:: :::::: :: :::::: :::::: :: ::::::: . ~~-~~~~~:::: 
. Meats, fresh ...•••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••..••.. do ........ . 

Meats, frozen .....••.•••.••••.••.••...•••.•••.....•. do .....••.. 
Ham .... . .........................•...•.•.......... do ........ . 
Milk, condensed, unsweetened .••••.••..••..•....... do ....... - . 
AWk, powdered ...............••.••...•...•.... _ .... do ........ . 
Milk, condensed, sweetened .••••••.•.••••.......... do ....•... 

Ef r~:: ~:::: ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~: ~ ~:: ~~~~ ~~: ~ ~: ~ ~ ~ ~: : : d~~ ~ ~ ~: ~: ~ 
Casein ...•....••••.•••.••.•.••.•••••••..•.•....... do ....••.. 

~:·::: :: :: : ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~: :: ::~~::::: ::: 
Coffee, roasted. .••.••.••••.• : .•.••....•..•••.•...... do ...••..• 
Honey ........••••....•....•.........••.••.......... do ...••... 
Cocoa beans ..•.....••..•...•••.••....•••••......... do ....•... 
Chocolate ...........•..••••..••.•.•••.•.•••..•..•... do .•.•...• 
Tea ......•..•••••.•••..••••••••.•••••••••••••••..... do ..•••••• 
Wheat ...•.•••..•...•.•••••••••••••••.••••••..• Bushel ..•..... 
Corn .....•...........••••••••.••••••.•••••••.••..... do ...•.••. 
Rye ......•.....•.•.•.•.•.•.••..•••.....••..•....... do .......• 

't~~tad.<i:i:::: :: : : :::::::: ::: ::::::::: ::::::: · ioo :iun.d3:::: 
Rice, deaned ......•..•.•..•...•....•....•.•........ do ....•.••. 
Wheat flour ....••..••..•..••.•••.•. _ .•....••...... do ..•.•.••. 
Semolina .....••••••••••••••.••.•••...••••• u··· ..... do ....•.••• 
Cottonseed oil.···--········-············-·-·· ..... do ...••.••. 
Linseed oil.·-······-··········-··--·-········ ..... do ...••.•.• 
Castor oil.········--·······-·····-···-·-·····- .••.. do .••..•.•• 
Lard .. ····--················'·-·····--········ .••.. do .•...••.• 
Baron ..........•...........•..•.•. -· _ --·. -·... . •... do .••••••.• 
ID des and sldn.s, tanned.. ...•...••••.••• -· •••••••.•. do ..•••.••• 
Harness .• ···-- ...•.•..•..•...••.••.•..••••••••..... do .•••••• ·-
Saddles ...•.••• ___ ••••••••• _ ••. _-·........ Each ...•.••••• 
Straw hats ....•••••.•.•••.•.••..••..••..••.••.•..... do .•••.•••. 

Duty. 

$28. 80-$40. 32 
6. 72 

3.84- 15. 36 
.ffl 

1.15- 3 • ..84 
1. 35 
1. 35 
1. 55 
1.35 
4.42 
1. 74 
3.48 
3.26 
3.26 
1. 7~ 
1.39 
2.12 
.80 

3.07 
13.44 
17.86 

2.1>9 
2.69 

10.51> 
34. 97 

.40 
.37 
.23 
.18 
. 44 
.90 

1.00 
1.35 
4.37 
2.10 
.90 

1.30 
2.20 

10. 50 
13.00 
1.50 
.22 

NoTE.-The average wage: paid for carpenters, plasterers, painters, bricklayers, 
m arhinists, and shoemakers in Italy is 79 cents per day. 

Mr. GOODING. Here is a tariff table for the Argentine: 
Clothing, ready-made, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Harness, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Boots and shoes, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Furniture, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Stockings, 45 per cent ad valorem. 
Hides and skins, 40 per cent ad valorem. 
Blankets, wool, 40 per cent ad valorem. 
Linseed oil, q cents 31 pound. 

Vegetable oils, 4i cents a pound. 
Coconut oil, 2 cents a pound. 
Butter, 4a cents a pound. 
Milk, condensed, 3 cents a pound. 
Ham, 11 cents IL pound. 
Eggs, 1 cent a pound. 
Figs, 2 cents a pound. 
Macaroni, 3 cents a pound. 
Canned meats, 14 cents a pound. 
Dates, 4 ~ cents a pound. 
Meats, preserved, 9 cents a pound. 
Prunes, 3i cents a pound. 
Coffee, 1.4 cents a pound. 
Barley, 1 cent a pound, or 56 cents a bushel. 
Lard 4 cents a pound. 
Applies, dried, 2~ cents a. pound. 
Honey, 1~ cents a pound. 
Walnuts, 11 cents a pound. 
Raisins, 7 cents a pound. • 
Currants, 7 cents a pound. 
Cheese, 9 cents a pound. 
Tea, 4i cents a pound. 
Bacon, 9 cents a pound. 

I ask to have this table printed in the REOORD. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows: -

Tariff of Argentina. 

[Monetary unit gold peso. One peso equals 100 centaves=$0.D52.] 

Article. Unit. 

Bacon ••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••. do .••••••••.••.. 

Mr. GOODING. The tariff in Chile is as follows: 
Cattle, $3.60 to $5.76 a bead. 
Sheep, 72 cents a head. 
Horses, $3.60 a bead. 
Swine, $1.80 a head. 
Meats, fresh, 3.2 cents a pound. 
Bacon and ham, 9 cents a pound. 
Milk, condensed, 7 cents a pound. 
Butter, 10 cents a pound. 
Lard, 4 cents a pound. 
Cheese, 10 cents a pound. 
Boots and sh<>es, 1 cent a pair. 
Everything is by the pound in Chile. 
Corn, one-half cent a pound. 
Rye, 1 cent" a poun<l. 
Oats, 1! cents a pound . 
Rice, seven-tenths of a cen~ a pound. 
Coffee. H cents a pound. 
Tea, 10 cents a pound. 

Duty. 

50percent. 
50 per cent. 
50pcr cent. 
50per cent. 
ts per cent. 
40per cent. 
40per cent. 

$0. 045 
.045 
.02 
.045 
.032 
.ll 
.01 
.02333 
.005 
.03 
.H 
.045 
.09 
.035 
.027 
.014 
.005 
.01 
.007 
.04 
.0233 
.0133 
.0133 
.07 
.07 
.09 
.045 
.09 

I ask to have this table printed in the REooRD in connection 
with my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is SO · ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows : 

Tariff of Chile. 

[Monetary unit, gold peso; par value, 36 cents.] 

Article. Unit. Duty. 

Cattle ..•......................................... Head ..••.•..•.•.• $3.60-$5. 71> 

~~: :::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::~ ::: : :~~:::: ::.:::::: 3: ~ 
Swine ............................. . .•......•.......... do............ 1.80 

~::- ~°J'h;;iii·:::: :::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::: -~-~~~ .. : :::::::::: :~2 
Milk, fresh ..•••••••••••• ·-·.-~ ••••.•. -~···- ••..•..... do............ .0133 
Milk:, condensed •.•......•............................. do............ -07 
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Tariff of Cliile-ContinQed,., countries--if we do nQt "Open up-our. ports. Our ports are wide ________ ,.....,.. ______ .,....,,.,.,..........,,~....-...... ....,...,.1"----· open to-day to every country, as compared to their ports, with 
Artic~e. 

f~~·:.::: :: : : :: ::: : : ::: :::::::::::::::::::::: :: . ~~~g:.:: :::::::: 
~~ .. .-:.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::~g:::::::::::: 
~~~ ~~-~ ~~~~:'::: :: : : : : :::: ::: : :::::::::::: :::: i~d:: :::::::::: 
~f:t·:·::: :: : : :: ::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::: : ::: :~~::: ::::::::: 
Coffee ................................................. do, •••••••••.. 
Tea···-·· ·-·- ·····----·-············--·--·-·---· ..... do .••••.••••.. 

Duty. 

$0.lQ 
.04 
.015 
.lQ 
• 01 
.005 ' 
.01 
.015 
• 001 
• 015 
• 10 

NOTE.-Chilean exchange . was quoted at 12 cents, .Decem);>cr, 1921. 

1\1r. GOODING. The ta.riff rates in Geri;naoy ·ai-e as follows: 
Corn, 28 cents a buBhel. 
Wheat. 36 cents a bushel. 
Oats, 16 cents a· bushPl. 
Rice, 50.cents per 100 ponnds.• 
Rye, . 50 cents per 100 pounds. 
Barley, 40 cents pet· 100 pounds. 
Brans, 20 cents per 100 pounds, 
Cocoa, $7 per 100 pounds. 
Chocolate, !);5.40 per 100 pounds. 
Sheep, $1.HO eaob. 
Swine, 98 cents per 100 pounds. 
Poultry, 40 rcents per 100 pounds. 
Fresb meats,.$2.00 pe1· 100 pounds. 
Meats, ffOZ\'n, $S.80 per , 100 pounds. 
Bacon, $3.!lO per 100 pound~. 
Poultry, d r<'Ssed, $1.50 per 100 pounds. 
Sausage, $4.4Q, per. 100 pound& 
Buttei:, $2.20 per 100 pounds. 
H oney, $4.40 per 100 pounds. 
Linseed oil, 1.30 per 100· pounds. 
Cotto1;1seed, oil, $1.40 per 100 pounds. 
Milk, condensed, sweetened. $2.70 per 100 pounds. 
Boots and shoes, $3.20 per 1-00 pounds. 
Sugar, from $2 to $4. • 
I ask permission to have this table printed in connection with 

my remarks. 
The VICB PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is as -follows: 

German ianff. 

Article. Unit. Rate of 
duty. 

$0.28 
.36 
.16 
.50 
.50 
.40 
.20 

7.00 
5.40 
6.50 
1.90 
• 98 
.40 

2.90 
3.80 
3.90 
1.50 
4.40 
.20 

2.20 
4.40 
1.30 
1.40 
.50 

2. 70 
3.20 

2.Q0-4.00 

NOTE.-.Monetary unit 1 mark; par value, 23.8 cents; current· value. on&-third cent. 
All duties are based on a met;ric system oC weights, 100 kilograms being taken as the 
unit· 100 kiloirrams equal Z20 pounds. 

The average waire paid for carpenters, plasterers, painters, bricklayers, machinists, 
auq shoemal,!:ers in Germany i'l I0.71 per day. 

Mr.•GOODING. So I submit, Mr. President, that there is.not 
a •country on earth that does not tax the breakfast table at a 
higher rate . than we do here in America. We are nearer a 
free.-trade• country to-day, as far as the breakfast table is 
concerned, than any •other country on earth, and these ta:ri1f 
rates in ,foreign countries prove that beyond .a question of a 
doubt. · 

Tlle Republican Party levies a protective tariff on those 
articles that we produce in this country and those that we can. 
develop" and those that give employment to American labor. 
It never ,has been the policy ·of the Republican Party to levy a 
duty on tea or coffee, because we can not produce them1 nor on 
any other. things that we do not produce, as far as that is con
cerned, unless • they displo.ce something that we do produce. 
I am not alarmed about our not being able to buy from forei~. 

the revenue that , they colled on. imports from America, es~ 
pecially on farm- products. 

We. bought last year $790,257,'384 worth of imp.orted products 
that we do. not produce. in America, so, that there is not any 
danger that , we will not · be .able ' to buy abroad.- Let me read 
you a few of these articles . 

Chemicals_ .and drugs that we do not produce in this country-
and I 'will. read only the first figure---$36,000,000 : 

Cocoa, $23,000,000 . 
Coffee, $H2,000,000 . 
Fibers, $18,000,000 . 
Unbleached burlap, $41,000,000. 
Fruits that we do not produe.e, $29,000,000. 
Nuts that we do . not produce, $12,000,00Q, 

1 Skins from animals, $25,000,000. 
India rubber, $75,000,000. 
Metals an(! minerals, $3il,000,000. 
Vegetable oils, $20,000,000. 
Precious stones, $36,000,000. 
Silks, and manufactures of silks, $259,000,000. 
Tea, $14.000,000. 
I ask to have this table printed as part of my remarks. 
The VIOE PRESIDElNT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 

Imports of commodities not pr-0<luced in United States for 19g1. 

Farinaceous . substances - .... -.----------------.--... ----.---- $1, 771, 946 
Chemical--drugs, etc ---,--.-------...... - .. -.------------ 36, 263,,618 

~&~~==::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~~:~~§:+~~ 
Cork wood and bark--------------------------------- 959,947 

~~!~~~~====::::::::::=:::::=::::::::::::::::::::: 1g;lt1:81f 
Unbleached butlaP-------------------------------w--.. 4l,279,072 

~~1~~~~~~~:::::::::::::.:::~::::::::~::::::::::::::: il:fi~:~il 
Skins, animal-------------.--.,,-------- --------.--.. -- _ 25i 523, 743 
India rubber. etc------------------------------------- 75, 562,938 

ff.::!sc.;;;~ -:.:.:.:.:.:.:.::.::::::::::::::::::~::_-:::::::: 413;. ii~ 
Metals and minerals------------------------.--.-------- 24. 72&, 000 
Vegetable oils----------------------'----------------- 20, 744. 689 
Platinum--... ---------------------.. ------------------ 916, 231J, 
Precious and semiprecious stones---------------------- 36, 891, 752 
Castor b~ans---------------------------------------- 906 851' 
Mother-of-pearl sh~llS----------------- .. -------------.- 97 4,. 988 
Silk and manufactures oL----------------------~----- 2591 601-. 253 . 
Spices----------------------------------------------. 4,769, 138 
Flint, unground -----------~---------------- ... -------- 116, J 57 
Tanning materials --------------------------------.-.. . 221, 765 
i~3x~:._-::.::.::_~::_"':_-::::::_-::_-::_-:_-:_-:_-_-_-_-:_-_-_-::_-_- ·- 11: :¥r: i:i. 
Briar root and wood--~------------------------------- · 135, 727• 
Rattan and reeds--------------.---------------------- 1, 074, 528: 

Total--~-~------~------------~-~---~--------- 790,257,384 
1\Ir. GOODING. I also. ask· to· have p-rinted · as part of my 

remarks a table showing. the average daily wage of carpenter , 
plasterers, painters, bricklayeJ:s, machinists, and shoemakers in
the- countries-of Germany, Italy, Japan, France, England) and 
the United States . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it wi11 be so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Ger
many. 

A verage daily wage. 

Italy. Japan. France. United. 
.states. 

-~------1---------------- --~-

Carpenters ·~ •••..•.. $0. 73 $0.90 U.30 $1.38 $3.38 $6.62 
Plasterers .. _ ...... _. . 72 . 76 - 1. 53 1. 56 3.38 8.41 
Painters., ........... .1Z .80 1.53 1. 7t 3.08 6.80' 
Bricklayers .. ·····--· .75 .76 1. S.3 1.56 3.3& 8.7 ; 
Macbimsts .. _ .•• _ ••• .72 .82 1. 50 1.38 2.90 6.~. 
Shoemakers ... _ •.•• , .M • 72 1. '23 1. 20 2.40 6.00~ 

Average •.••..• • 71 { . 79 1.43 1.46 • O!~ i 1.11 · 

l\1r. FLETCHER. 1\fr. President, referring to this pru:ticular 
item, the Senator from Montana is con-ect and the Senator from· 
Michigan is wrong regarding the question as to whether it is 
produced in this country. In the Summary of -the ·Tariff In
formation, page 188, the. statement is as follows: 

Amorphous graphite is so widely distributed that no sedous diffi _ 
culty is likely to be encountered by any of the great commercial nat ions 
in filling their vital needs. The most important deposits of crystalline 
graphite are controlled by Great Britain through he.r sovereignty ovel' 
Ceylon and by France through sovereignty over Madagasca r. 

Then, further, it says: 
The United States bas heretofore not bPen considered indepenuent 

in the matter of crucible graphite. Crucible makers, who use aboQt 
15,000 tons a ,year, have insisted on having Ceylon gr.apbite.. Montana 
produces a graphite that has been accepted by crucible manu!acturer& 
as equaJ to Ceylon materiaL_ The quantity ultimately available has. 
not been proved, but may be sufficient to satis!y domestta demands for .1 
many years. 
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Then another statement appenrs; and this is not questioned, 
so far as I know : 

There is a larger degree of independence in the matter of -amorphous 
i;raphite, of which the consumption is in the neighborhood of 15,000 
tons annually. Practically all of thi can be furnished from domestic 
sources, · including both natural and artificial graphite, but during the 
war American-Qwned mines in Mexico and Canada were drawn upon 
to some extent, and more recently Korean graphite bas again been 
imported. 

So there is no question but that all this material can !Je pro
duced and is being produced in this country, and the domestic 
supply is ordinarily sufficient for our demands. 

I think the duty proposed by the committee may yield reve
nue, and it may be strictly termed a revenue duty. Beyond that, 
we get into the field of protection, and I would not feel justified 
in increasing the duty provided by the committee, and I would 
only vote for it on the idea that it would be found to be a. duty 
which would yield a revenue, and would not tend to encourage 
the formation of a combination or a trust, or impose such re
strictions on importations as would cause a great increase in 
the prices here. 

Upon the basis of its being a revenue duty, it would he justi
fied. Otherwise, both graphite and plumbago ought to be on the 
fl·ee li ·t. 

POLICY OF RECLAMATIO~. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, in yesterday morning's Wash

ington Post, under the column headed "Chats with Yisitors," 
appeared a very interesting interview with Governor Campbell , 
of Arizona. I ask that it may be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Why not have it printed in the. 
RECORD without reading? 

Mr. l\fcNARY. The article i brief, and I prefer that it 
be read. It is about a matter which will be intere,_ ting to the 
Senator from Washington. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read us re
quested. 

The reading clerk read a follows : 
''The people of the West are becomin~ very anxious for congre>ZE>ional 

action on land-reclamation projects which are now pending." declared 
Gov. Thomas E. Campbell , of Arizona, at the Willard. Mr. Campbell 
is now serving his third term as Republican governor of a State that 
is normally Democratic. He bas been one of the leaders of the We tern 
States Reclamation Association, which has united 13 western States in 

.a campaign in support of pending reclamation legislation. 
"There has been considerable talk about the West being t he ba t tle 

ground of the coming election, particularly with reference to the con
trol of the House and the Senate," Governor Campbell said. "I believe 
this is a fact, and there is not much time between now and November 
for the people of our countL·y to forget. We have been promised a 
broad national policy of reclamation. The Republican Party in its 
platform stands pledged. President Hardi!1_g has emphatically declared 
himself in favor of the McNary-Smith biu. The committee of both 
Houses of Congress have recommended this bill by unanimous yotes. 
To-day it is on the calendars of both House and Senate. 

" Yet it appears that a narrow viewpoint of a few Hom=e leaders is 
end:lllgering its passage through inactivity and procrastination. W e 
may live a long way from Washington, but we are familia r with the 
political tactics of letting a meritoriou measure die on the calendar. 
The West to-day is watching the national administration with ju t us 
keen an interest as the leaders are watching the West." 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, the Governor of the ~tate of 
Arizona, Mr. Campbell, is not only a gentleman of excellent 
judgment but accurate expression. The supporters of the 
Smith-McNary reclamation bill are beginning to be seriouslr 
disturbed over the situation respecting that bill. Thi ought 
not to be a political question. It is an economic, a bu iness, 
question, and citizens of the We t, of the South. and of tlie East 
have perceived the importance of thi · legislation. Only four 
day · since a group of certain Republican editor., of the Press 
A sociation of the State of Washington manfully sened notice 
on the Republican Party that unless thi · Congress enacted tlle 
Smith-McNary reclamation bill they would no longer consider 
themselves bound to support the Republican Party. I read from 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD (p. 7434 of the proceedings of Tues
day, May 23). The telegram was inserted in the RECORD by the 
di tinguished senior Senator from Wa bington [Mr. Jo~E ] and 
is a · follows: -

Y AKIMA, W.iSH., May 20, 1922. 
" TE SLEY L. JONES, Washington, n. C'. : 

F ollowing a meeting here to-day of the Yakima-Benton-Kittita., group 
of t he Washington State Press Association, Republican members of the 
group adopted the following resolution : 

" Whereas the Republican Party in the last national campaign gave 
t o the voters of the Nation its pledge to put into operation a speeded
up and enlarged program of reclamation ; and 

" Whereas the McNary-Smith bill, now pending in Congres , was 
framed as a fulfillment of that pledge and a.s such has received the 
official sanction of the administration; and 

" Whereas said McNary-Smith bill has been unanimously recom
mended for passage by committees in botb Houses of Congre~ s ; and 

"Whereas enactment of said McNary-Smith bill will stimulate busi
ness n.nd industry, relieve unemployment, contribute. materially to the 
Nation's wealth, and inm·e to the special benefit of the returned ~ oldiery 
without prejudice or p1·eference to any project, section, or di trict of 
the unreclaimed areas of the Nation; Now therefore be it 

"R~olved by the following Republican ttewspape1· publishers of the 
State of Washingt<m, That failure of the Republican majority in Con
gress to pass the said McNary-Smith bill at the present session will 
be regarded by us as an inexcusable breach of faith on the part of the 
national Republican Party, and we hereby declare that we no longer 
consider ourselves, either by reason of our past affiliations or the party's 
future promises, bound to continue our support of the national Repub
lican Party." 

Republican newspapers represented at to-day's meeting were Ellens
burg Record, Sunnys1de Sun, Grandview Herald, Wapato Independent, 
Toppenish Review, Toppenish Tribune, Kennewick Courier-Reporter, 
Zillah Mirror, Richland Advocate, Prosser Record-Bulletin. 

I am of opinion that this dispatch which the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. JONES] caused to be inserted in the RECORD 
expresses the view of a vast majority of. the American people, 
irrespective of party. I have spoken in season, and some say 
out of season, here in the Senate pointing out the necessity for 
the early enactment of this Smith-McNary reclamation bill, and 
I have said to Republicans here and elsewhere that it was their 
duty to pas this bill and that they can make no greater con
tribution to the happiness and the prosperity of the people of 
thi country than to pass the Smith-McNary reclamation bill. 

The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation, the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mc
NARY] has labored for this legislation with a zeal and a dili
gence unsurpa ·ed during my time here. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNARY] knows, and he hnr.: 
impres ed the committee with the idea, that if the landless 
returned soldier is to obtain a tract of land and is to become a 
farmer the eligible means to that end is to be found- through 
the pas age of this Smith-McNary reclamation bill. Throu?:h 
the efforts of the senior Senator from Oregon and through the 
effort of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NORRIS] the title or 
name of the old Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
.A.Tid Lands ha had stricken froni it the words "of arid land ," 
so that now I say to you from the South if the Mis issippi 
River overflow· its banks the Smith-McNary reclamation bill, 
when it become a law, will afford an opportunity for you to 
stay the devastating floods and reclaim the lands. In the true 
philosophy of government we have as much right to reclaim 
swamp lands as we have to irrigate arid lands, and I am in 
fayor of doing both, both for the benefit of the people. A gov
ernment i a harne~ s with which to draw civilization's load. 

The moment a citizen becomes a landowner he becomes a 
stockholder in the Republic, and no government can with safety 
ignore the question of affording to industrious persons an oppor
tunity to acquir_e a home. Reclamation of lands is practical, 
yet ideal; it is one of the noblest tasks our Nation could per
form. 

We of to-day are the tragic generation. Vast unrest every
where, much unemployment distresses the people, and no 
grander or more utilitarian work could be done than to reclaim, 
for the benefit of the people, our now idle, unutilized lands. 
Hear me while I read from the report on the Smith-McNary 
reclamation bill, as Wl'itten by the Senator from Oregon, 
wherein he quoted from a great Babylonian monarch : 

I havP made the canal of Hammurabi a ble sing for the people of 
Shumir and Accad. I have di tributed the waters by branch canals 
over the desert plains. I have made water fiow in the dry channels 
and have given an unfailing supply to the people. I have changed 
desert plains into well-watered lands. I have given them fertility and 
plenty, and made them the abode of happiness. 

I am glad that the sugge tions urging action on this bill have 
come from the other side, as thi relieY-es the discussion of any 
partisan charge. I saw the dispatch yesterday which th9 Sena
tor from 1' ashington placed into the RECORD, but I felt a hesi
tancy about discussing it here, because those gentlemen were 
Republican editors; but the Senator from Washington, in plac
ing that statement into the RECORD, again proved himself to be 
what we all know him to be, a fair man, who labors earnestly 
for things not only for the good of his party but for th~ goocl 
of his country. 

If this Congress should fail to pa s tlle Smith-McNary recla
mation bill a roar of fury, anger, and resentment would rise 
from every camp, every 110me, every hamlet and city in the 
West. The Republican Party is bound, as far as faith and 
promises can bind men, to pass this bill. The proper commit~ 
tee of the House and the proper committee of the Senate have 
recommended it. The bill .asks for no gift, no bounty, no lar
gesse from the Federal Treasury, but it provides that an ap
propriate sum of money-$350,000,000--shall be transferred to 
the national reclamation fund and that the Secretary of the 
Interior may from time to time designate lands eligible for 
reclamation in Mississippi, Montana, Maine, Michigan, Alabama, 
Arizona, Utah, Arkansas, or in any other State, and that such 
approved projects shall be built. The money will all be repaid 
to the United States, hence this is not an appropriation. 

Will any statesman arise and declare that he has a better 
solution of the reclamation question? Will anyone here ad-

.. 
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4 Vance ·a -better idea than iS in I this bill? 'Unless 'he can ao 80, 
1t is his duty to support the Smith-MeNary reclamation ·bill. 
Unless some Senator comes forward with a 'better rplan 1or re
claiming the Everglades of Florida, the o-verflowed 'lands of the 

·South the stump lands of the Northwest and East, ·and the 
arid iands of the West~unless he 'Can point · ont a better or 

-more eligible -plan than · is provided ' in the Smith-McNary ~ bill 
he is in duty bound, in my judgment, to -vote 'for 'this- b-Ill 

Just"as soon ·us this ' bill is passed 'tlle ·Becreta-ry of ~'the lnte
rior would set to work the -vaTious agencies of his department 
investi_gating and approving projects. Here and there and 
everywhere engineers would be examining to ascertain •where 
projects may be built. 

I measure my words when 1'. say tlm.t ·no •Congress ever has 
and that no Congress ever will ..eon.sider a bill of more impor
tance than the Smith-McNary reclamation 'bill. Without any 
offensiveness intended, I .speak for others as well as myself, 
not only on this side but for :a few gentlemen on the other>side 
of the ·aisle, and say we serve notice now that,' 'if we can prevent 
it, this Congr,ess will not be permitted to ·adjourn until the 
Smith-McNary bill is a law. 

Mr. LENRODT. Mr. President, will the Senator-y;i-eld? 
Mr. ASHURST. I yield with·_.pleaStire. 
Mr. LENROOT. I should like to ask the "Senator whether•he 

thinks the country needs an ·increased · pt'oduc.1:ion of .agricul
tural products to-day? 

Mr. ASHURST. Knowing that a large number of 'the 
4,000,000 soldiers in a land which they saved need and desire -..a 
home or a farm, I have little fear of •overproduction. 'Do we 
need a stimulation of ugricUltural products? Is that the ques
tion the Sena tor asks me? 

.Mr. LENROOT. Does not the Senator .admit that at .. the 
present prices there is no profit in raising ~gricultural ·products? 
.If that be true, does the country need an increased 'l)roduction 
.of agricultural products? 

Mr . .ASHURST. ..All the more .reason why, 'because-'the · sol
dier should have a home. "If we .say a.gricultural products are 
now too high, let the soldier grow them if ·ne desires. 

"Mr. LENROOT. No; they are too low. 
Mr . .ASHURST. .Mr. President, the Senator is one of the 

most determined .fignters in the /Senate. ,It-would be distressing 
for ·me to draw .any inference from .his remarks that ·he is 
going to oppose this bill. I do not .agree with the Senator J>n 
many things. He and I bave crossed swords frequently and 
to my discomfiture, on many questions at times, ·but I shall be 
filled with profound regret and painful surprise if I · see ·that 
superb intellect .fighting the Smith-Mei""lary bill. With 'his 
ability and leadership he owes it as a duty to 'his country ·to 
stand up ..and fight for this bill. I hope we may ~d .him en
listed with other soldiers of the common good, marching for
ward in a phalanx in favor of this truly wonderful legi-slation 
which a Republican Secretary of the Interior favors. Pass this 
bill and glory will be your portion; defeat it, or adjourn with
out action on this bill and the heat of public OJ>inion will con
sume you root and branch. 

Promises in politics must be kept; either keep them ·or do .not 
make them. A vote for this bill is a -vote .for the firmness, 
strength, and prosperity of this Republic. 

Mr. ASHURST subsequently said : 
Mr. President, this evening I had occasion to address the .Sen

ate for a few moments upon the 'Smith-McNary reclamation 
bill, reported favorably from the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation. I ask unanimous consent to insert in the RECORD 
as an appendix to my remarks a copy of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The bill referred to is as follows : 
A bill (S. 3254) to encourage the development of the agricultural re

sources of the United States through Federal and State cooperation, 
giving preference in t he matter of employment and :the establishment 
of rural homes to those -who have served with the military and naval 
forces of the United States. 
Be it enacted, etc., That when used in tllls act-
(a) The term "Secretar7" means the Secretary of the Interior. 
"(b) The term " district ' meruis any district organized under the law 

of any State to provide for the agricultural -reclamation of lands by Ir
rigation, drainage, or dikage, with authority ·to issue bonds which shall 
be a general charge against all lands within the district and to contrac:t 
with the United States under this act as provided herein. 

( c) The term " farm " means an area. of land within a reclamation 
project sufficient in size, hi the opinion of the Seeretary, to support 1a 
family, but not exceeding 160 acres of reclaimed land. 

(d) The term "excess lands" means all lands -in a single holdfng· tn 
excess of one established farm. 

(e) The term "veteran" means any individnal, a member of the 
military or na:val forces of the United States in the War with Germa:ny, 
the War with 'Spain, or in the suppression of · the insurrection in -the 
Philippines, and honorably discharged therefrom or placed in -the .Reg
ular .lu:my ol' Naval Reserve. 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary is autho.cized to investigate .the'.'feasibllity 
of l'eclaiming -the land.s within any district in any S tate under contract 
'With the <li'strlct. One-half the cost of investigation 'shall be advanced 
by the district and one-half by the United S tates. Upon , determining 

-that .reclamation is feasible, 1:he -Secretary is nuthorized, under contract 
with ' the district, to construct the necessary works for the ·reclamation 
of the lands involved and operate and maintain the same so lang ·as such 

· operation :and .maintenance are· necessary; in the !Opinion of' the Secretary, 
to safeguara the interests of the Government. The total .cost ·ot 
construction and of operation and .maintenance which .shall . include a 

·just · portion of •over.head . expenses· 'Shall ·be ' paid · by the district to the 
, United -States. 

SEC. 3. That before construction of a project ls commenced · .the 1!izes 
of the farms therein shall be .established .and agreements shall be made 
effectively subjecting not less than ' 80 per cent of the excess lands 
within the project to disposal ; by authority of the Secretary to settlers 
at pctees and ·terms""fixell in advmice · in .such agre~ents. ·such -prices 

·and -terms=- shall ' be 'Cleterm.ined with the-'View of ;plaang a• bona Jftde and 
-<Competent. settler . upim each~fai:m of the ·11r.oject .with the l.ea..st".possible 
delay. 

SEC. 4. That when, in the opinion. of .the Secretary, a ,project .. has .been 
~ fnlly campl~ted ' and •su~essfully operated for ·one season the 'Secretary 
shall fix the construction cost thereof, which shall ·1Jlclude '-the total 
cost of investigation, the expense of selllng . district ~bonds ,under section 
5, interest -at not -exceeding 5 "Per cent per annum upon all sums ad-

· l'lDU!ed-, by the··;united States tn· the construction thereof, <'and'th-e cost of 
'Operating 18.Dd maintaining the project to the rda.te ofrtix:ing ISUch 'COSt. 
This total cost ·the district shall agree ~ to pay to the United States 
within a period not exceeding 40 years, with annual interest thereon at 
not exceeding 5 per cent per annum: Provided, That upon--reeeipt by the 
United States from .the. proceeds of distriot bonds,..as .provided -in -seetiori 
5. of such total cost"with inte1·est, the obligation of · tbe district to the 
United States for rconstruction shall be.satisfied: Pr01,,i,ded, · ~irrther, "That 
upon the -receipt of such total cost the moneys advanced by the distriGi; 
for investigation of the project shall be returned to the district. So l-0ng 
as .the Govei:nment. operates and maintains a -proj.ect'the ·filstrict ·Shall 

• .aiso ·. pay to .the United ·States annually, .upon terms to · be· fixed by 'the 
Secretary, the total cost of operation and ·maintenance. 

SEC. 5. That preceding any expenditure rby the United '"States . on ae· 
count of construction of a project bonds of th~district equal in face -value 
to the amount of the proposed expenditure shall 1be · duly issued and -de
livered to the United States. If -at any time it ,.,.should appear to the 
Secretary.that the original' bond issue is- insufficient to cover the cost .of 
the prpposed . work, be may either curtail the' work or require the rdis
trict to issue ' additional bonds, and when the tatal cost of the com
pleted. ·project .has been detel:lDined under section :~,:all bonds issued in 
excess of such <wst shall be canceled. The . bonds ,shall be in form ~p
proved by the Secretary an.d shall run for a period not exceeding ,4-0 
years, bear interest at a rate to .00 fixed by the ·secretary not exceedin$ 
5 per cent, payable annually, and be lssued lin denominations of $20, 
$50, $100, $500, and $1,000. These bonds ·shall -be •deposited with the 
Federal Farm Loan Board, .and when the project cost is known and the 
value of all of the property of the district subject to · assessment for the 
paymentr of the b<Jnds 1sball· reach twice- the -par '"Vldne of ' the ' bonds as 
found by the .said boardt the board shall offer the bonds .at , public or 

·private ·sale at not less 1:nan -par under terms· and condtt1ons to be -pro
rVided by rules a and regulations to ·be 1made by !Said board. ' The moneys 
received from the sale of the bonds shall .be credited upon the distr.ict 
.contract. .Prior to. sale of the bonds the ooard shall collect all moneys 
due thereon, and the same ·shall like'Wise be · credited -upon the distTict 
contra.ct. 

·S•c. 6. That :unentered 1and 'lllll>Rtented arid and "He'Illiarld lands of 
the United S.tates susceptible of reclamation may be included in a dis
trict and ·.may be subjected to the provisions of the act of "August 11, 
'1916 (39 Stat. p. 506), in .accordance -'With ~the terms of -said .act: Pro
vided, That the final proviso ·of l!ection 1 of the .act .rshall not ;apply: 
Provided further, That while the unentered public iands -within a dis
trict constitute 'more than 50- per cent in area of· ·the lands therein, the 
Secretary shall have the right to appoint upon the district board such 
.llumber of J>ersons to repl'esent ,the interests of the United ·£tates as 
shall constitute a majority of the board. Unentered public land with· 
drawn under the provisions of the act of June 17. 1902 (82 Stat. p. 
:888), and acts amenda.tory thereof ·or supplementary thereto, may, in 

· the discretion of the Seeretary, be included in a district. All unentered 
.public land so included in a district shall be . opened under the pro
'Visions of the homestead law and also, so · far as applicable, of said act 
of June 17, 1902, as amended and supplemented. 

Sze. 7. That•the United States may acquire lands htireunder for con
struction, but not for agricultural purposes: Prcwid6d, That the Secre
tary is authorized -to accept, by gift, deed in '-trust, or ·otherwiseJ land 
within any district and dispose of the same upon terms and conaitions 
to bet agreed upon with tbe<grantor or later fixed by the M!eretary. 

Sile. 8. That in the construction of every project under this act the 
Secretary shall, so tar as practicable, utilize the services of veterans. 
In every opening or sale of land by authority· of -the Secretnry, rmder 
this act veterans shall have the exclusive right, !or a J)erlod of 60, dll'YS, 
to make entry or otherwise acquire the land: Provided, That 1n the 
event such an entry shall ·be relinquished at any time -prior to actual 
residence upon the land by the entryman for not less than one year, 
lands so relinquished shall not be subject to entr¥ for a period of 60 
days after the filing and notation of the relinquishment ln the local 
land office, and shall, alter the expiration of such 60-day -period, be 

L subject to entry · by the •first qualified• applicant. 
Smc. 9. That the act of June 17. 1902 (32 Stat. p. 388), and -all 

amendatory or supplementary acts ·shall hereafter be kn.own as the 
national irrigation law, and the fund provided for by said law shall 
•hereafter be •known as the national irrigation fund. This ·act, and all 
amendatory or· supplementary acts, shall be known as the national 
reclamation law, and for the · pnrpose of carrying -0ut its provisions 
there is hereby established in the Treasury a fund to be known a.s · the 

ina:ti&nal r-ecla1llation fund. There is ' hereby .authorized ·to be a~pro-
priated from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
the sum of $350.000,000, to be transferred from time .to time to the 
national · reclamation fund , and appropriated upon estimates made by 
the Secretary for carrying out the provisions of this act. All moneys 

-received by the United Stat~s unrler this act shall .be pald into the 
natl<mal reclamation fund, and all moneys .at any time in said fund 
shall be available for appropriation for t:Qe PU?I?Oses of this act. 

.S.mc. 110. 'That the ·Secretary •is bm:eby 'au.thol"ized to .. perform any and 
all acts and to make such rules and regulations as in hls d iscretion 

·may be necessary for .carrying the provisions of this act into full force 
·and .. efrect. 

• 
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l\Ir. McCUl\IBER. Mr. President--
1\lr. ASHURST. I yield to the distinguished Senator from 

North Dakota. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I thought the Senator from At·izona had 

concluded. 
Mr. ASHURST. I will yield the floor, if that will please the 

Senator. 
1\!r. McCUMBER. Mr. President, may I ask that the Secre

tary restate the amendment to which this argument has t-een 
directed? 

THE TARIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumcti the ron
sideration of the bill ( H. R. 7 456) to provide revenue, to regu
·late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus
tries of the United States, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pend
ing amendment. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETABY. The question is . on the amend
ment proposed by the junior Senator from Colorado [:M:r. 
NICHOLSON], on page 37, line 11, to strike out "20 per cent 
ad vulorem " and to insert in lieu thereof " 3 cents per pound," 
so as to read: 

Crystalline lump, chip, or dust, 3 cents per pound. 

l\fr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of 'a 
quorum. 
, The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the :roll. 
. The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
·Ashurst 
Borah 
Broussard 
Bur sum. 
Calder 
Capper 
Curtis 
Dial 
Fletchel' 
France 
Gooding 
Hale 
Harris 

Harrison 
Heflin 
Johnson 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellog~ 
Kendrick 
La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
Mccumber 
McKinley 
McLean 

l\IcNuy 
Moses 
Newberry 
Nicholson 
Oddie 
Phipps 
Poindexter 
Ransdell 
Rawson 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shortridge 
Simmons 

Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 

'rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-nine Senators having an
S\Yered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Cotorado [Mr. NICHOLSON] 
to the committee amendment. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, the amend
ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado to the committee 
_amendment refers to lump graphite. The committee amendment 
fixes a rate of 20 per cent ad valorem. If the amendment pro
posed by the Senator from Colorado is adopted it will be equiva
lent to an ad valorem rate of 50 per cent. 

1\fr. HARRISON. On this question I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MOSES (when Mr. KEYEs's name was called). I am 
authorized by my absent colleague [Mr. KEYES] to state that if 
present he would vote " nay " on this amendment to the amend
ment. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [l\Ir. UNDERWOOD]. I un
derstand, ll.pwever, that on this question he would vote as I am 
about to ~te, and therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote 
"nay." 

Mr. McKINLEY (when his name was called). Transferring 
my pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARA.WAY] 
to the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [l\1r. PEPPER] I vote 
"nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\lr. JONES of Washington (after having voted in the affirma

tive). Has the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON] 
voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I have a pair with that Senator 

for the time that he is necessarily absent during the day. I 
find, however, that I can transfer that i)air to the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. STANFIELD] . I do so, and will allow my vote to 
stand. · 

Mr. CURTIS. I am requested to announce the following 
pairs: 

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. CAMERON] with the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. W ATSoN] ; 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CoLT] with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. TRAMAiELL] ; 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] with the Sena·
tor from Virginia [Mr. GLASS] ; 

The Senator from New Jersey [1\Ir. EDGE] with the Senator 
from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]; 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. NEW] with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCKELLAR] ; 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. W A.TSON] with the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]; and 

The junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] with the senior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMEBENE]. · 

The result was announced-yeas 17, nays 36, a · follows: 

Burs um 
Capper 
Ernst 
Gooding 
Harreld 

Ball 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Curtis 
Dial 
Fletcher 
France 
Frelinghuysen 

YE.A.S-17 • 
Johnson 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
McNary 
Nicholson 

Oddie 
Phipps 
roi.ndexter 
Rawson 

·Shortridge 
N.A.YS-36. 

Hale Lodge 
Harris l\IcCumbet· 
Harrison McKinley 
Heflin McLean 
Hitchcock Moses 
Kellogg Newberry 
Kendrick Robinson 
La Follette ShE'ppard 
Lenroot Simmons 

NOT VOTING-43. 
Ashurst Elkins New 
Broussard Fernald Norbeck 
Cameron Gerry Norris 
Caraway Glass Overman 
Colt Keyes Owen 
Crow King rage 
Culberson Ladd Pepper 
Cummins McCormick Pittman 
Dillingham McKellar Pomerene 
du Pont Myers Ransdell 
Edge Nelson Reed 

Sterling 
Wadsworth 

Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sutherlaud 
Town end 
Walsh, Mass. 
Wal i;ih, Mont. 
Warren 

Shields 
"tanfield 
Swanson 
'.l'rammell 
Underwood 
Watson, Gn. 
Watson, Ind. 
Weller 
Williams 
Willi 

So Mr. NICHOLSON'S amendment to the amendment of tlte 
Committee on Finance was rejected. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I move to amend the committee amendment on 
page 37, line 11, after the word U dust," by striking out H 20 per 
cent ad valorem " and inserting " 1! cents per pound " ; so a to 
provide a duty of 1! cents per pound on crystalline lump, chiv, 
or dust graphite. I ask for the yeas and nays on the nmend
ment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JONES of Washington (when bis nnm wa s called). 
Making the same announcement as before with reference to my 
pair and its transfer, I \ote "yea." 

Mr. MOSES (when the name of l\1r. KEYES was called). Were 
he present, my colleague, the junior Senator from New Hamp
shire [Mr. KEYES] would vote" nay" on this amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. U ~DERwoon], but I 
am informed that if present be would vote as I am about to \Ote, 
and I will therefore vote. I vote " nay." 

l\Ir. McKINLEY (when hi" name was called). Making the 
same announcement as before in reference to my pair and it 
transfer, I vote "'nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\Ir. HARRISON. Ha the junior Senator from W t Virginia 

[l\Ir. ELKINS] voted? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 
Mr. HARRISON. I transfer my pRir with him to the jnnior 

Senator from Rhode Island [l\Ir. GERRY] and \Ote "nay." 
The result was announced-yeas 17, nays 35, as follows: 

Bruussard 
Bursum 
Capper 
Gooaing 
Heflin 

Ball 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Calder ..... 
Curtis 
Dial 
Ernst 
France 
Frelinghuysen 

Ashurst 
Cameron 
Cai-away 
Colt 
Crow 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Dillingham 
du Pont 
ECge 

, Elkins 

YEAS-17. 
Johnson 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
McNary 
Nich<>lson 

Oddie 
Phipps 
Poindexter 
Robinson 
Sheppard 

Hale 
llarreld 
Harris 
Harrison 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 

NAYs-35. 
l\IcCumber 
McKinley 
McLean 
1\Iose 
Newberry 
Rawson 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 

NOT YOTING--44. 
Fernald 
F letcher 
Gerry 
Glass 
Hitchcock 
K eye 
King 
Ladd 
McCormick 
McKellai: 
Myer& 

Nel&on 
New 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Overman 
Owen 
Page 
Pepper 
Pittman 
Pomerene 
Hans dell 

Shortt"idge 
terli ng 

RpC'ucer 
Stanley 
Sutherland 
'.l'<>wnsend 
Wadsworth 
Wal.h,Mai::.·. 
Wal!lh, font. 
Warren 

n eed 
Shields 
Stanfield 
Swan,on 
Trammell 
"L'nderwood 
Waf,,-<>D, Ga. 
'Vatson, I11d . 
Weller 
Willia me 
Willie; 
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So l\Ir. HEFLIN's amendment to •the committee amendment 

was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment propose~ by 

the Senator from Colorado [Mr. NICHOLSON] to the amendment 
of the committee will be stated. 

The HEADING CLERI{. On page 37, paragraph 213a, line 11, 
before the word " cents," it is proposed to strike out the numeral 
" 2 " and. to insert the numeral " 5," so as to read: 

CrystaJline flake, 5 cents per pound. 

1\lr. WALSH of 1\lassachusetts. Mr. President, as crystalline 
graphite is selling now from 3 to 4 cents a pound, if this amend
ment to the amendment be adopted it will impose an equivalent 
ad valorem rate of between 133 and 167 per cent, the highest 
rate that I have yet heard mentioned in connection with the 
pending tariff bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Th.e question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator f ·om Colorado to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDEXT. The question recurs on the com

mittee amendment. 
The amendment. \Yas agreed to. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. I reserve the right to offer in the Senate, 

when we again reach the schedule, the amendments I have to
day offered to the committee amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I now ask to return to 
paragraph 211, on page 35, lines 24 and 25. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance at that point will be stated. 

The READING CLERIC On page 35, after line 23, it is pro
po:ed by •the Committee on Finance to strike out paragraph 
211, as follows: 

Graphite or plumbago, crude or refined, not specially provided for, 
10 pee cent all valorem. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
:Mr. 1\IcCU:MBER. I now ask to return to paragraph 207, 

page 34, where the Committee on Finance propose an amend
ment relative to tluorspar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment propbsed by the 
Committee on lf'inance in the paragraph referred to will be 
stated. 

The READING CLERK. On page 34, paragraph 207, line 10, 
after the word "fiuorspar" it is proposed by the Committee on 
Finance to strike out "5 per ton of 2,000 pounds: Provided, 
That after the e::\.-piration of one year beginning on the day 
following the passage of this act, the duty on fiuorspar shall 
be $4 per ton of 2,000 pounds," and to in ert "$5.60 per ton," 
so as to read : 

Fluorspar, $5.60 per ton. 

Mr. JONES Of New l\1exico. Mr. President, to me this is 
an unu. ual proposal. The present duty on this commodity is 
$1.50 per ton, which was equivalent in 1914 to 39 per cent. 
The Payne-Aldrich law imposed a duty of only $3 per ton~ 
which at the time that law was enacted was equivalent to a 
duty of 95 per cent. Now the Committee on Finance propose to 
impose a duty on this commodity of $5.60 per ton, which, based 
on the 1914 prices, will amount to 147 per cent; on the 1910 
prices to 176 per cent; and on present prices, those for 1922, 
will amount to 70 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think to-day the price for the commodity is 
about $20 a ton. 

Mr. JONES . of New Mexico. The import price is not $20 
per ton. The import price for 1921 was $12.50 a ton and the last 
foreign price which I have, for 1922, is $8 per ton. 

Mr. SMOOT. Is the Senator speaking of the price in Mexico? 
l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. Yes; I am peaking of the for-

eign price. · 
l\Ir. SMOOT. I notice the price per ton in Mexico is $12 and 

the price per ton in Kentucky and Illinois is $20 and $22 a ton. 
According to those figures the percentage would be less than 
stated by the Senator from New l\fexico. 

Mr. J01\"'ES of New Mexico. Under those prices the per
centage would, of course, be less. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is all I wanted to correct. 
Mr. JONES of New :Mexico. At any rate, we are proposing 

to increase the present duty of $1.50 a ton to $5.60 a ton. 
Mr. SMOOT. That is right. 
Mr. JONES of New :Mexico. It seems to me that that is hardly 

justified. If the committee has any information which will 
justify that rate, of course I <lo not intend to make any in-

LXIl--477 

sistent opposition to it, but the information which I have will 
not justify the rate. 

Fortunately we have quite an accurate and comprehensive 
survey regarding this commodity. It is very graphically pic
tured in the report of the Geological Survey of tbe Interior 
Department, which give an outline showing the production of 
the commodity and the prices over a series of years from 1883 
down to and including 1920. On the question of production I 
find by looking at this document that from 1883 to about 1898 
the oroduction ranged from 5,000 to 10,000 tons per annum. 

After that time the production increased until about 1901. 
Then it began again to increase quite rapidly, and reached a 
production of around forty to fifty thousand tons, and remained 
at that production until about 1908. In 1910 we were producing 
about 55,000 tons · per annum, and at that point the imports 
began rapidly to decrease. The imports in 1910 were about 
the same as the domestic production, 50,000 tons per annum, 
and the imports from that time on decreased until they amounted 
to less than 10,000 tons, about six or seven thousand tons per 
annum. The domestic p_roduction increased rapidly, and in ,.. 
1912 amounted to about 115,000 tons, and in 1917 and 1918 
ran up to nearly 270,000 tons, the imports in the meantime 
being negligible. 

We also have a chart showing the prices, and that chart 
shows almost a uniform price from 1883 to 1916, and that uni
form price was right around $6 per ton. It varied somewhat; 
sometimes it would go up to $7 a ton, sometimes down to $5 
a ton; but I think, taking it right along, as an average it 
amounted to $6 per ton from 1883 to 1916. From that point 
the price rose rapidly, almost acutely, from $6 per ton in 1916 to 
over $25 per ton in 1919 ; and, as the Senator from Utah has 
just stated, the present price is over $20 per ton. 

I should like. to know "upon what principle of legislation you 
are proposing this enormous increase of duty on this commodity. 
The American product is of a higher quality than that which 
is being imported, and, so far as I can learn, there is no con
siderable quantity in any foreign country which is at all likely 
to find a market in the United States. In addition to that, 
we have been exporting a considerable quantity of this material. 
I think we are exportinO' now, or we1·e last year, at the rate 
of about 2,500 or 3,000 tons per annum, and the imports are 
absolutely negligible. 

Here is the way the imports ha.ve run : 
In 1919, when the price of the imported ore was $15.50 a ton, 

we imported something over 6,000 tons. 
In 1920 the imports were higher than they had been during 

the war period, but not very much. They were 21,000 tons. 
In 1921 the importations decreased to 5,560 tons, and for the 

firs~ three months of 1922 they amounted only to 1,693 tons. 
That does not show that this country is going to be flooded 

with this commodity. 
The price now is four or five times what it wa during a 

series of years from 1883 to 1916. For nearly a quarter of a 
century the price remained almost stationary at $6 per ton, 
and now a duty of $5.60 per ton is proposed. 

In Canada they produce no more than the amount they 
consume, on the whole. It is true that on the western coast 
some of this commodity is imported from Canada, because it is 
not used in the western part of Canada. It is used in the 
eastern part, and in the eastern part of Canada they have to 
import the commodity from the United States. 

We have heard a great deal here about some imports from 
Canada and about duty upon the Canadian commodities which 
are being brought into this country. I want to suggest to Sen
ators that this is no time for the United States to build a tariff 
wall merely for the purpose of retaliation. That has cropped 
out in the consideration of this bill a number of times. Even 
on limestone a high tariff is asked simply because on the west
ern coast there is one concern which may export some lime
stone to the United States, and the reason given for the request 
for the duty was simply as a matter of retaliation, because 
Canada has a tariff upon the importation of limestone there; 
and so with other commodities. 

Canada reaches from one ocean to the other. Her conditions 
are varied, very much the same as they are in the United 
.States; but this is no time to build up a tariff wall for the sake 
of retaliation against what Canada has done. On the other 
hand, it seems to me that we should try to bring about a better 
feeling, a more reciprocal condition, between this country and 
Canada. · 

The evidence on which the committee acted in making this 
recommendation, or, at any rate, the evidence which wns before 
tbe committee, was erroneous. The witness who made the 
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statement wa · not aware of the facts. I will just call atten- I lected, :and with the inc1~a. e I believe we will receive a con-
tion to what he has to ay. siderable increase in revenue. 

Tile principal witness asking this duty was Mr. Northen, of I ,want to call attention to on-e more statement. I will not 
Hopkinr~n·me, Ky., representing the fiuorspar producers of Ken- .read all rthat 1is :contained Jn the tariff-information service but 
tucky rand Illinoi . I may say that the cgreat production of this only a ingle paragraph here in which it is tated: 
commodity is in the State of Illinois, reachin!? over into the ' ' ~ Over 90 per eent .of the domestic production of fiuorspar is minell 
State of Kentucky. There is some of it produced in my State, near Rosiclare. Ill. .The :field xtends aero s the Ohio River into the 
Kew ~1exieo, and · ome in various other States, but 85 or 90 per adjoining counties of Kentucky . Fluorspar is al o produced in New 
cent Of it i:'l produced in the State of Jllinois. That witne s, Hampshire, .Arizona, and Colorado. 
who e testimony wa taken, doubtless, as the basis for this rate But I will consider only the 90 per cent which is produce<l 
of duty, on page 1424 of the hearings before the Committee on ·neai· Rosiclare, Ill., and the information which we now have 
Finance, made this -statement: is that practically all those mines are now closed down, and 

Thi <tariff should not be less than .the ·difference between the cost of closed down •because they ean not compete with the foreign 
producing the spar at .the mines in this country and the cost of the spar importation l)rices. 
landed from foreign countries without duty paid, which cost, as evi- I 1de ire to read from a statement made by l\1r. Benedict 
denced by the data secured from the United States Government records, Crowell, president of one of the companies at Rosiclare. This 
is approximately 10.rrn per ton during the fust six months of 1921. 

The cost of this foreign spar, $10.50, includes cost of production, was ·written 'June 30, 1921, but I find that the importing price 
tran portation. and p1·ofit to the foreign producer, as compared with the to-day is about the same as he gave at that time, about $12.45 
average cost of $20.25 in this country, without profit to ·the producer. per ton. This i addressed to the then chairman of the Com-

.The fact' do not sustain that statement; but, to the contrary, mittee on Finance, ·Senator Penro e, and reads: 
we find a statement from the Geological Survey regarding this 
importation. and here is what it says: 

The imports of fiuor~ar in 1920 were equivalent to about 15.9 per 
cent of the dome tic shipments of gravel fiuorspar, as compared with 
about 5.7 per cent in .1919. 
Accordin~ to the values r eported, including the duty of $1.34 a 

sho1·t ton \ 1.50 a long ton) and the ocean freight, estimated to be 
about 4.50 a ton, the average cost of imported Englli:;h fiuorspar at 
the docks in the United St.ates was $14.27 a ton in 1920, compared 
with $23.24 for dome tic merchant.able gravel at the mine or mill. 

Then the suney proceeds to di cuss the availability of the 
American supply. It is true that it is mined principally down 
in Illinois and over in Kentucky, and the rail rate is pretty 
high from that ection over into Pennsylvania, where it is prin
cipally used. I may say that ,it is used principally in the open
hearth production of teel, and it is becoming more in demand 
all the time. · 

1\Ir. President, I do .not care to take up any more time regard
ing this item. I wanted to call the attention of those who pro
pose this very great increase in rates to the item, and I ask 
Senators to .observe the very extraordinary price which exists 
at the pre ·ent time. For twenty-odd years the price ranged 
around $6 per ton. It is now just about four times that price; 
and, that being so, why increase this duty from $1.50 per ton 
to · 3.60 per ton? 

l'tlr. President, I move to ·strike out tlle numerals "$5.00" 
and to insert in lieu thereof ".$1.50." 

The PRESIDI!'\G OFFICER (.Mr. STERLING in the clrnir). 
The question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kew Mexico to the amendment of the committee. 

This company has for many -years been the largest producer of fiuo1·
spar in the United States. 

When, in Jan1a ry, 1921, the -producers of tluorspar pre ·ented a 
memorial to the Wa ys and Means Committee of the House of Ilepre
sentatives asking for a tariff of 5 to $6.!lO per net ton of 2.000 pounds 
on fiuorspar all 1of the important mines in the ·the United States were 
in operation. 

To-day all mines are closed down. 
The price of gravel tlnorsp·ar in the United States to-day is about 

$20 per net ton f. o . b. the mines. The eost of tluorspar Jor the year 
1920, Im ed on sworn figures of the 17 largt>st producer of .Kentucky 
and Dlinois, was as follows : 
Total tons produced----------~~----------------- 141,393 
Total cost---------------------------------------- $2,864,442.88 
Average co t per ton______________________________ • $20. ~ 

I e pecially call attention to the next paragraph: 
Our principal foreign competition comes from England. The writer 

has just returned from England after having made a ctt.reful examina
tion of the fiuorspar industry in -that country. The average cost of 
putting gravel fiuorspar on -the cars at the mines (in England) is now 
about $2.80 per ton United States currency, as compared .with our coRt 
of $20.25 pe1· ton. English fiuorspar is now being delivered in our east
ern seaports, duty paid, at a cost of about $12 per ton. 

In 1920 we imported 21r975 tons, valued at 265,630, or $12.41 
per ton. Tbat is 41 cents higher than was given by this witness 
as the price in 1!)21. 

I doubt if this w·m ever go back in England to the .pre-war 
prices, because, as the Senator from New ·Mexico well undet·
stands, the labor cost in ·England is, I think, nearly trebled 
what it was in 1914 and plior to the war. At least it is more 
than doubled. It ha increased in percentages even higher than 
the labor costs 1n the United States, if I am correctly informed. 
I therefore assume that in. .all probability the cost of the foreign 
product landed in the United States will remain at about the e 
figures for some time at least-$12 per ton. This witness pro
ceeds: 

Mr. McCU:\fBER. n!r. President, I simply desire to _put upon 
the record some of the facts and figures bearing upon this 
item which will be at least explanatory of the situation and 
the reasons which guided the judgment of the committee. 

I agree with the Senator that the Underwood rate of duty It is therefore perfectly appa1·ent that the mines in A~erica will stay 
closed down unle 'S this differential is corrected by a duty. In my 

was $1.50 per ton. The Payne rate of duty was $3 per ton. opinion the duty necessary to a c.compli h this is approximately tht> 
The House Tate of duty presented to us was $5 -per ton of difference between the ·e two figures. 
2.000 pounds. and the Senate committee gave practically the As a matter of fact, it would have to be a little different if 
Hou~e rate per pound and applied it to the 2,240-pound ton, the Illinoi antl Kentucky mines .vere to compete in the eastern 
ns all the fluor par comes in upon the long-ton hasis. ·So the market, because the co t of bringing the article over from Great 
Finance Committee rates are practically ·the same as those of Britain is considerably less than the cost of transportation from 
the House committee. .Illinois to the eastern coast. The witne s further said: 

An item which I think might be of interest. in voting upon In addition to the above, I would invite your attention to the fact 
that is this: 'Ye had a rate of $3 per ton under the Payne- that English spar mines are located less than 100 miles from ocean 
.Aldrich law, and I am co11sidering •this both from the stand- transportation, while American mines have a long and e~ensive rail 

haul. Furthermore, English pr.oducers have the · advantage of .shipping 
point of protection and revenue. \Vith a $3 per ton rate ·in their fiuorspar as ballast, taking the lowest possible ocean freight __rate. 
1910 we collected $127,464 in duty; in 1911 we collected :$98,298; The two elements to be taken into consideration are the lower cost 
in 1912 we collected $70,n5; in '1913 we collected ~0,247.68. of production of the English fluorspar .and the lower cost of tra.nspor-

tpu tation, which, added, make a differential to-day against the American 
Then the duty was changed to $L50 per ton, or just one-half fiuorspar of between $8 and $9 per -net "ton. 'l:bere is no truth in the 
the former rate, and the amount of duty collected immediately rumor that the.English sources of supply are approaching exhaustion. 
dro11ped in 1914, to $13,668.48. The Senator will recall the fact that the English supply comes 

That was an enormous loss of revenue, and when we take from the dumps of old lead mines, and whfle the dump -may be 
into consideration the fact that =the average 'Pl1ice of labor in exhausted it is quite certain that the gravel from which the 
producing fluorspar in England, from which the great importa- lead was extracted has not been exhausted in that section of 
tion1' came, and the increase in the cost of production here, ·i$3 the country. We have no evidence, at least, of 11ny probability 
per ton at that time would not have been more than the equiva- of any immediate exhaustion. 
·lent of ·$5 per ton at the present ·time, and with the difference I call attention to the fact that, while this witness testifi.$ 
in labor wages, the difference in the cost af transportation. that it will 'be necessary to make a differential af eight to nine 
and everything of that character, •there would not be any more dollars per ton, the committee has made all allowance for the 
protection now at 5 per ton than there wouid have been ·at :$3 probable reduction, both in rthe cost of 'production at the mtnes 
per ton under the 'Payne-Aldrich law. I think, taking the dif- .and in the cost of transportation, and has grren ~5 per ton 
:ferences which existed at .that time between domestic an·d for- instead of eight or nine dollars per ton. 
eign production, and the differences which exist at the }Jl'es-1 I think for the most part this will be a ·duty from which we 
ent time between cost ot production ..in Great Britain ·and the •Will ·secure considerable •revenue, but I think it will opurate 
United States, the :relation of .duty ·to -these differences i:will ·b-e l \both as a good revenue producer a-nd also opera'te to 'P1"0tect 
approximately the -same. That :is quite a little duty :to be 'Col- 1 ·our min.es, so tbat the mines in the United States 'Will be n-ble 
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to operate, at least for some time to come, notwithstanding the 
fact that we bave only given about from 50 to 60 per cent of 
what the mine owners thought was necessary for protection. 

Mr. JO:NES of New Mexico. ~Jr. President, I do not care to 
prolong this discussion , but it seems to me, from what the 
Senator from North Dakota has said, that he demonstrated 
that this is no time in which to propose a revision of the tariff 
upon these commodities. 

The situation in respect to this item is in great measure the 
same as tbat of hundreds and thousands of other items in the 
bill. The Senator from North Dakota has himself developed a 
state of facts which sho•i that we have no information on 
which we can le\y a dut'Y at this time under any theory of 
tariff legislation, either for revenue or for protection. 

Mr. 1\IcCU:MBER. l\lr. President, does not the Senator really 
agree with me that, taking the importation price of about $12.41 
per ton, which is the last figure we have, and which is quite 
low ; and taking into consideration what the price was before 
the war; taking into consideration the increase in labor wages 
in Great Britain, that we may safely assume that about $12 a 
ton, which is not very different from what it was a short time 
ago, will continue to be the price for some time, and if we have 
only given a duty of ·$5, when the real difference in the cost of 
production here and abroad, according to the most up-to-date 
figures, is about $20, . we have given sufficient leeway for a 
reduction in the price in the United States? If the Senator will 
allow me, I agree with him that it is a difficult time to fix tariff 
rates. 

l\lr. JONES of Kew Mexico. I am 0 'lad the Senator concedes 
that. I think the facts surrounding this item emphasize that 
point, a point which I have tried to present here time and again 
during the discussion of the bill. 

The Senator from North Dakota says that the mines are 
closed down because of importations. I do not believe the Sena
tor intends to insist upon that as a statement of the facts. It 
f';eems to me that if the mines are closed down it is simply be
cause there is no demand for the product. The open-hearth 
furnaces of the country are closed down. The consumption 
demand does not exist in the country. We are not being flooded 
by any great quantity of importations. As I stated to the Sena
tor, the importations have been less than they were even before 
the war. Just let me gfre the Senator some figures. 

In 1910 we imported 42,000 tons, leaving off the odd figures; 
in 1911, 32,000 tons; 1912, 26,000 tons; and in 1913, 22,000 tons. 
Those are the years prior to the war, and the lowest was 22,000 
tons in 1913. In no year since that time has that amount beeu 
equaled. From 1910 to 1913, inclusive, the importations de
creased from 42,000 tons to 22,000, and in no year since that 
time have they amounted to as much as 22,000 tons. 

On the contrary, the most that was imported in any one year 
since that time was in 1920, when the importations were 21,975 
tons, ana· in the very next year, 1921, when the imported price 
was h.igher, the foreign price in 1921 being $12.50, we imported 
only 5,560 tons. 

In the first three months of 1922, the present year, we im
ported only 1,693 tons. That shows the least quantity in im
portation that we have had almost, only 5,000 tons in the whole 
:year of 1921, while prior to the war we were importing at the 
rate of about 22,000 tons, although that decreased. There is 
nothing shown but a decrease of importations when the present 
duty is only $1.50. Ever since the $3 rate was put on in 1910 
there has been an increase. When the $1.50 rate was put on 
the importations continued to decrease. So it is evident that 
there is something wrong with the industry rather than the 
enormous importations. The industry is not threatened with 
any effect, in my judgment, by importations from abroad. 

I do not know where the statement of the witness came from 
which the Senator from North Dakota has read. It does not 
appear in the hea1ings before the Senate Finance Committee. 
I suppose it is something very recent. It is the statement of 
an interested party as to the cost of the English fiuorspar, and 
if it only costs $2.50 to put it upon the boat in Great Britain 

· and it comes over in ballast, I would like to know why it does 
not get here and enter this market for less than $20 a ton. If 
those are the facts, why is not the domestic production stopped 
entirely? The Senator certainly can not seriously believe that 
that reflects the actual condition. 

I do not believe any sane person would think of enacting a 
tariff bill based upon any such information as that. Here the 
Senator tells us in one breath that it costs comparatively nothing 
to put it upon the boat, that it comes over here in ballast, and 
yet the price of it in the United States is over $20 per ton. 
It seems to me Senators should reflect upon the effect of such 
testimony as that. 

.• 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. I hope before be dra,vs that kincl of mathe
matical conclusion the Senator will draw it from the eYidence 
and not from his statement. I read the letter to show that the 
f . o. b. price at the mines is the figure. He gaT"e the price in 
England and what it cost at the mine. 

l\Ir. JOl\TES of New Mexico. About $2.50, as I understand 
the Senator. 

Mr. l\1cCUMBER. That is, at the mine. But remember that 
the mines are 100 miles inland, and the product has to come 
by rail from the mines to the boat. There are the freight 
charges, though I do not know just what they are, as well as 
the cost of unloading from the railroad and loading onto the 
boat, and there is also the cost of transportation to this side. 

l\fr. JONES of New Mexico. The witness suggests that it 
comes over in ballast. 

Mr. l\lcCUMBER. Of coui·se, he said it comes over as ballast 
but he did not say it came for nothing. ' 

l\lr. JO~ES of New ~fexico . But he means to infer that the 
transportation charge is comparatively nominal. That is what 
he means.' 

l\Ir. :McCU:MBER. J_,et me call attention to another thfoO' if 
the Senator will allow me. The Senator gave about 22,000 t~ns 
as the amount that came over in 1910. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. In 1910 there were 42 000 tons 
imported. ' 

l\Ir. ~IcCU:MBER. There were nearly 22,000 tons imported 
in 1921. 

l\lr .. JO:NES of New Mexico. I gave the amount, 21,975 tons. 
l\Ir. ~IcCUMBER. That is a very good importation for one -

year. 
l\lr. JONES of New Mexico. But I called attention to the fact 

~hat the very next year the importations fell off to 5,560 tons. 
l\lr. l\lcCUMBER. On account of the depression which the 

Senator will admit, to a great extent. ' 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The foreign price of it had in

creased from $10.75 to $12.50 per ton. So the trouble is not 
with any competition in the production of fluorspar, but it is 
depression of business in this country. I would like to kn·ow if 
we put upon stilts the price of this product, which the steel 
furnaces must have, will we encotll'age the resumption of busi
ness? I submit that the situation here can only tell us that this 
is no time to try to fix prices upon fluorspar through a tariff bill. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absente of a quorum. 
The PRESIDI~G OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 

roll. 
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Ball Hale :\IcKinley 
Brandegee Harris :.Uc Lean 
Calder Johnson McNary 
Capper Jones, N. Mex. Newberry 
l'u r tis Jones, Wash. :\'icholson 
Dial Kellogg Oddie 
Elkins Kendrick Page 
Ernst La Follette Pepper 
France Lenroot Phipps 
Frelinghuysen Lodge Rawson 
Gooding Mccumber Sheppard 

Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
"'adsworth 
Warren 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fo1·ty-three Senators have 
answered to their names. There is not a quorum present. 
The Secretary will call the names of absentees. 

The Assistant Secretary called the names of the absent Sen
ators, and l\fr. BURSUM and 1\fr. STANLEY answered to their 
names when called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have an. 
swered to their names. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. McOUMBER. I move that the Sergeant at Arms be 
directed to procure the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant at Arms will 

carry out the order of the Senate and secure the attendance of 
absent Senators. 

Mr. BROUSSARD and Mr. SHIELDS entered the Chamber nwl 
answered to their names. 

After a little delay Mr. ROBINSON and l\fr. PITTMAN entered 
the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators haYing 
answered to their names, there is a quorum present. The q ues
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
JONES] to the amendment of the committee, which will be 
stated. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. Strike out "$5.60" and insert 
in lieu thereof" $1.50," so as to read: 

Fluorspar, $1.50 per ton. 
Mr. Sil\DJONS. Let me understand exactly what this amend

ment is. I was not here when it was discussed. I will ask the 
Senator from Utah to explain it. 
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Mr. SMOOT. The rate on fluorspar is $5.60 a ton, as pro
vided in the committee amendment. The Senator from New 
Mexico offered an amendment to strike out $5.60 per ton and 

.insert $1.50 per ton. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing 

to the amendment to the amendment of the committee. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Assistant Secretary 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. JONES of Washington (when his name was called). 

Making the same announcement as before with reference to my 
pair and its transfer, I vote "nay!' 

l\Ir. McKINLEY (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY] to the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] and vote "nay." 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
general pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota (Mr. KEir 
LOGG] to the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. GERRY] 
and vote " yea." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN], 
which I transfer to the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. STAN· 
FIELD] and vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded 
Mr. BALL (after having voted in the negative). Has the 

senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McNARY in the chair). 

That Senator has not voted. 
Mr. BALL. I transfer my general pair with that Senator to 

the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. DU PONT], and let my 
vote stand. 

Mr. CURT.JS. I desire to announce the following pairs: 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Dn.LINGHAM] with the Sena-

tor from Virginia [l\1r. GLASS] ; · 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. FERNALD] with the Senator 

from New Mexico [Mr. JONES] ; 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. NEw] with the Senator from 

Tennessee [Mr. 1\IcKELLAR] ; 
The Senator from New Jersey [1\Ir. EDGE] with the Senator 

from Oklah-0ma [Mr. OWEN] ; 
The junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] with the senior 

Senator from Ohio [Mr. POMERENE] ; 
The Senator from Arizona [Mr. CAMERON] with the Senator 

from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] ; 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATSON] with the Senator 

from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] ; and 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] with 

the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH]. 
Mr. COLT. Making the same announcement as on the former 

vote, I vote " nay.,, 
The result was announced-yeas 15, nays 38, not voting 43, 

as follows: 

Ashurst 
Dial 
Harris 
Harrison 

Ban 
Brandegee 
Broussard 
Bursum 
Calder 
Colt 
Curtis 
Elkins 
Ernst 
France 

YEAS-15. 
La Follette 
Myers 
Pittman 
Robinson 

Sheppard 
Shields 
Simmons 
Smith 

NAYS-38. 
Gooding 
Hale 
Johnson ~ 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Ladd 
Lenroot 

. Lodge 
McCumber 

NOT 

McKinley 
McLean 
McNary 
Newberry 
Nicholson 
Oddie 
Page 
Pepper 
Phipps 
Rawso11 

VOTING-43. 
Borah Fletcher 1>icKellar 
Cameron Frelinghuysen Moses 
Capper Gerry Nelson 
Caraway Glass New 
Crow Harreld Norbeck 
Culberson Heflin Norris 
Cummins Hitchcock Overman 
Dillingham Jones, N. Mex. Owen 
du Pont Keyes Poindexter 
Edge King · Pomerene 
Fernald McCormick Ransdell 

Stanley 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 

Shortridge 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Warren 

Reed 
Stanfield 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson, Ga. 
Watson, Ind. 
Weller 
WDliams 
Willis 

So the amendment of Mr. JONES of New Mexico to the com
mittee amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. I ask that we now take up paragraph 214, 

page 37. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 

amendment. 
The ASS'.ISTANT SECRETARY. In paragraph 214, on page 37, 

line 21. after the word " and " where it occurs the second time, 

strike out " materials, crude or advanC'ed in condition," and 
insert ••materials (crude or advanced in condition)," so as to 
read: 

F?arthy or mineral sub~tances wholly or partly manufacturc>d and 
articles, wares, and materials (crude or advanced in condition), com
p,osed wholly or in chief value of earthy or mineral substances, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 38, line 1, before the 

words "per cent," to strike out "21 " and insert " 35," so as to 
read, "if not decorated in any manner, 35 per cent ad 
valorem." 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President,• the House rate upon this 
product is 21 per cent ad valorem Under the act of 1913 it 
was 20 per cent ad valorem. Under the Payne-Aldrich law 
it was 35 per cent ad valorem. So that the proposition of the 
Finance Committee of the Senate is simply a proposition to 
restore the Payne-Aldrich rate. 

Under the much lower rate · o! the present law a situation 
has arisen with refe1·ence to this product which, I think, shows 
conclusively that there is no justification for practically dou
bling the rate. The imports have been exceedingly small. The 
imports in 1914 of plain articles and ware were valued at 
$90,326, and of the decorated articles and ware only $22,000. 
The later statistics which are given by ihe Tariff Commission 
show, with respect to a part of the plain article, that the im
ports are less to-day than they were in 1914. In 1919 they 
were $90,000, while in the nine months of 1921 other articles 
and ware, composed of earthy or mineral substances, whether 
susceptible of decoration or not, not decorated, were only 
$26,000. Of other articles and ware composed of earthy or 
mineral substances, whether susceptible of decoration or not, 
decorated, for the nine months of 1921 there were imported 
only $7,022 worth. 

I believe I might just as well discuss the other rate at this 
time. The other rate is increased. from 28 per cent to 45 per 
cent. That is really the material rate. The first is not of very 
great importance; but the second is of much greater importance, 
because it applies to articles that are in common use. That 
rate is raised from 28 to 45 per cent ad valorem. As it seems 
to be impossible to separate the items, I will read with reference 
to both from the Summary of Tariff Information: 

Sewer pipe is salt-glazed clay pipe used for conveying water or 
sewage and as conduit pipe for subsurface electric cables. Draintile 
ar_e unglazed clay pipes used for draining the surplus water from 
marshy or flooded farm lands. Firepro-0fing tile or block are solid or 
hollow blocks of burned clay used in place of brick or concrete for walls 
and floors. Combustible material, such as straw, sawdust, or coal, ls 
often added to the clay mix, so that the buxned product is light in weight 
and very porous. 

That is a general description of articles which are covered 
by one or the other of the rates fiXed in this paragraph. 

Now let me call attention to the situation with reference to 
the domestic production, 

The domestic indusb:y manufactures practically the entire domestic 
supply of these prodncts. All machinery and equipment are produced 
or manufactured in the United States, a.nd the domestic procei;;se are at 
least as efficient as those used in any foreign country. Sewer pipe is 
produced in heavy presses, which shape the article from a clay slug; 
draintile and fireproofing block are made by forcing the clay through 
a die at the discharge end of the mixing or pug mill. In this manner 
finished green tile are produeed in on operation. 

The industry is widely distributed throughout the United States. 
There was 70,900,000 invested therein in 1914, divided among 769 
establishments manufacturing sewer pipe and dralntile, and 115 estab
lishments manufacturing fireproofing tile or block. Ohio, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Illinois, Missouri, Indiana, and Iowa are the most im
portant producing States. 

'.rhe manufacture of sewer pipe and draintile originated in England 
and continental Europe, but fireproofin_g tile is an American d~vrlop· 
ment growing out of. the local steel-eonstruction practice. The manu
factures of sewer pipe and draintile are local industries in all foreign 
countries, the domestic industries producing enough to satisfy the home 
market. 

The cost of these articles per unit of weight is small, a.Dd the care
ful packing necessary when long-distance shipments are to be made re
stricts the market of the domestic plants and practically prohibits in
ternational shipments. 

This meaM that we are producing in this country all these 
products that the domestic market requires; that those prod
ucts are produced in foreign countries, but are produced in 
localities to supply the immediate demand of the locality, and 
that on account of the packing that is necessary, the weight 
and bulk of the article, long-distance shipments are imprac
ticable, and that as a result this situation practically prohibits 
the international shipments. 

So w;e have a situation where we are protected against for
eign competition by the very conditions and circumstance:il 
which environ the production of the articles here and abroad. 

The production of specified clay prod"Qcts in the United States 
in specified years has been as follows: 

Draintile, in 1914, $8,000,000-I shall not rend an the figureR, 
but merely give the round numbers-in 1918, $8,000.000; in 

•. 
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1919. $J 0,000,000 ; in 1920, the last year for which figures are 
given, $13,000,000 . 

. Hollow buil ilil1g tile or block, in 1914, $8,000,000; in 1918, 
$13,000,000; in 1919, $16,000,000; and in 1920, $25.000,000. 

Sewer pipe, in J914, $1-1.000,000; in 1918, $15,000,000; in 1919, 
$16,000,000; and 1920, $22,000,000. 

This makes a total of $GO,OOO.O-OO of products, roughly esti
mated. Tlrnt is tlle domestic production in 1920. 

Now, what were the imports? The Tariff Commission says 
no statistics are aYailable, but the amount is negligible. Why 
negligible, l\Ir. President? The pa.rt of this Tariff Commissi~n 
report which I read a little while ago explains why. It is 
because of the fact that they are produced in foreign countries 
only for the purpose of supplying the local demand, and be
cause of tile nature of the article the requirements in connec
tion with its packing and sh ipping are such us to make inter
national shipments out of the queation. 

The importations, therefore, are negligible. At times small 
amounts of Canadian pipe and tile are imported from plants 
clo e to the international boundary. but those shipments from 

anada are so insignificant and so local in their character that 
this great go1ernmental agency investigating the matter for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether it was necessary and 
proper to put a duty on for the protection of American products 
does not attempt e1en to given the quantity that we received 
from Canada. 

I thiuk it may be safely said, 1\1r. President, from the d~ta 
furnished us by the Tariff Commission when it was makrng 
inYestigation for the purpose of ascertaining whether this prod
uct. together with other products contained in the bill, was 
entitled to protection, that there are no importntions of the 
product of any consequence, at least not sufficient to be men
t ioned. Therefore it would seem to me from that statement 
that there is no nece ity for imposing a duty upon the product 
for the purpose of protecting American industry. 

Now, let us see about the exports: 
Small shipments of sewer pipe and building tile are exported to 

Canada, but the amount usually is negligible. 
So that bec:rn. e of the nature of tile product our importa

tions from our neighbor across the border are so negligible 
that the Ta-riff Commission does not fhink it necessary to men
tion them or estimate them, and our exports across the border 
to Canada are o negligible that they do not estimate them or 
think it nece:-:sary to estimate them. 

I do not wish to annoy Senators representing the committee, 
but under tilese circumstances I would like to have the Senator 
in charge of this particular item explain to the Senate, in view 
of the e conditions, upon what princ.1ple they justify imposing 
this rate of duty upon the article. I haYe understood that 
tlrnse duties were imposed' for the purpose of protecting an 
American-produced product against a foreign-produced product 
which was invading our markets and being sold at a price less 
than the American product could be produced for. But here 
we have a case where the American production in 1920 amounted 
to nearly $60,000,000 and the imports were absolutely negligible 
and the exports were absolutely negligible. If the committee 
has any reason for the imposition of this duty, I would like to 
hear it. 

I can not myself conC'ei'Ve of any reason upon the statement 
made by the Tariff Commission. We set up the Tariff Commis
rlon, it wrn be remembered, for the purpose of having these 

investigations made, in order that they might furnish us the 
data upon which we might determine the question of whether 
'"' ought to give a duty for revenue purposes or protection pur
po es or not. 

l\lr. S:'\IOOT. Mr. Pre ident, paragraph 214 is the basket 
clause. It takes all manufactured articles of earthy or mineral 
<SUbstances that are not provided for otherwise in the bill. It 
is true that sewer pipe falls in this paragraph. I will say 
frankly that if sewer pipe were the only thing that fell within 
the paragraph there would be no necessity of these rates. I 
wish to call the Senator's attention to the fact, however, that 
article~ manufactured from feldspar fall within this paragraph. 
Porcelain is made from feldspar, and some of it is very ex
pensive, indeed. It falls under this paragraph. All items that 
ru·e not specially provided for in tllis schedule fall under this 
paragraph. The Senator from North Carolina referred to the 
Tariff Commission. I want to call the Senator' attention to 
what the Tariff Commi ion have said in relation to this prod
uct, of which I have just spoken: 

The domestic prot'luction of feldspar is not sufficient to supplv the 
domestic market. The combined feldspar production of Canada an-d the 
United States is equal, approximately, to one-half the world produc
tion. Practically the entire Canadian production is consumed in the 
lJnited States. 

In the Reynolds report is given the result of the investigation 
which was made us to gas radiants, which fall under this para
graph. The following is the result : The foreign 1alue of each 
gas radiant was 2.6 cents; the landing charge was one-tenth 
of a cent; the selling price in the United States of the foreign 
article was 4..2. cents. Granting a profit of 33! per cent only
not what was probably charged upon the article itself, but just 
allowing the 33! per cent-it would require a duty of 2,.53 per 
cent to equalize the foreign product and the· product in the 
United States. 

I recognize that under conditions of that kind we can not 
keep these commodities out, anu I am frank to say that there 
are ve1-y few of them that are eYer used. Therefore it would be 
unfair for me to stand here and say that there ought to be a 
duty of 253 per cent, as is recommended by the Reynolds 
report. Conditions do not justify any such position, nor has 
tlrn committee taken any such p"osition. The position they do 
~ake is that on the undecorated wares-that is, the great major
ity of the articles falling within this paragraph-there shall 
be a duty of 35 per cent and a duty of 45 per cent on the 
decorated, giving 10 per cent differential between the plain 
and the decorated. 

The Senator from North CaTolina refers to the fact that iri 
tile House bill the rate on the undecorated was 21 per cent, 
and that it has been increased to 35 per cent, and on the 
decorated the House bill was 28 per cent, and that has been 
increased to 45 per cent. 

Of course, the Senator from North Carolina knows that the 
House rate was based upon the American valuation, and the 
rates ·which we recommended in the pending bill a reported to 
the Senate by the Committee on Finance are based upon the 
foreign valuation. Take this item alone to which I have re
ferred and see what a difference it would make. 

l\lr. SIMl\fONS. May I ask the Senator from Utah a ques
tion? 

Ur. Sl\fOOT. Yes. 
l\Ir. SI~'10NS. Where do the articles of which the Senator 

speaks come from? 
1\fr. SMOOT. Most of them come from Germany, and a few 

of them come from England, but, so far as the feldspar prod
ucts are concerned, most of them come from Canada. Canada 
and the United States produce at least one-half of the feldspar 
products which are made in the world, and the United States 
takes practically all of the feldspar products which are made 
in Canada. 

Mr. President, I do not know-whether there is any necessity 
of reading any further in relation to this subject. I could read 
from the report of the Tariff Commission as to the necessity of 
the rates which are here mentioned and call attention to the 
fact that feldspar is an important constituent of scouting soap, 
and where feldspar is used and for what purpose ; but I do 
not belieYe it would be of any interest at all to the Sen.ate for 
me to do so. 

As to this basket cJau e, 1\Ir. President, no Senator can get 
up upon th~ floor of the Senate and say that everything which 
falls within the clause should bear the ex.act duty for which 
the basket clause provides. 

Mr. SIMl\f ONS. Can the Senator from Utah give u any idea 
what falls within the basket clause? The Senator has spoken 
of feldspar, which is made in Canada. I did not know until 
now that it costs 45 per cent more to make feldspar in Canada 
than it does in this counti-y. I have been under the impression 
that there was not very much difference between the labor costs 
and the material costs in thi country and in Canada. 

Mr. SMOOT. It all comes into this country. 
l\lr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Utah says that we take 

all the feldspar that Canada produces ; that it requires the 
Canadian production, together with what we produce, I sup
pose, to supply us; but can the Senator tell me what products 
other than feldspar fall un<ler this basket clause? 

Mr. SMOOT. All products made out of earth which are not 
otherwise specially provided for. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator can not specify them. If the 
Senator wm pardon me, as I understand, the Finance Com
mittee undertook to frame a scientific tariff so as to bring the 
price of the foreign article when . old in this market and the 
price of the domestic article up to a fair degree so us to produce 
an equality of competition. I am wondering how they settled 
upon what rate 'v-as nec~sary to bring about that equality of 
competition if they did not know what articles were included 
in this basket clause. How could they reach the conclusion as 
to what rate was necessary unle;-s they knew 'vhat articles 
were coYt>.red by the basket clauPe? I should like to have the 
Senator, if he can, tell u what articles are in this basket clause, 
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au<l then, after he has told us that, I should like to 11ave him 
tell us, if he can, what was the domestic selling price of that 
article and what was the selling price of the foreign article in 
thiA market, so that we may test the rate of duty which is pro· 
Yided for the bill and see wl1ether it is a just and reasonable 
rate or not. That is the reason I should like to have that 
information. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the present law bears the name 
of tbe distingu1sbed ~enator from North Carolina, and be ought 
to know what article· fall in the basket clause, if he thinks any· 
one else ought to know. He was the father of the basket clause 
in this schedule of the existing law, and I ask him why he 
allowed various commodities to fall within the basket clause in 
the bill framed by him? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was not endeavoring to frame a tariff bill 
upon the same principle that the Senator has helped frame the 
pending bill. · 

1r. SMOOT. The Senator knows enough about tariff legisla· 
tion to know that a basket clause not only in this schedule but 
in eYery other schedule is a catch·all clause. It covers many 
item~. some of them of importance and onie of them of so little 
importance that statistic of them are not kept in the Treasury 
Department. Mr. President, a basket clause is provided so that 
if between the passage of one tariff bill and the passage of the 
·nceeeding tariff bill an article shall come into use that was not 

Jrnown in commerce before-and instance of that kind alway · 
happen-it may be covered by a basket clause. The very name 
·•basket clau. e " means that it i a cateh-all clau. e, but no living 
mun can say what is going to fall within that basket clau e. If 
an industry•develops--

1\fr. SIMMONS. Mr. President. may I ask the Senator a 
q ue. tion, if it will not offend him? 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Of cour e tile Senator could not offencl me; 
it w-0uld be impossible for him to do so. 

l\fr. SIMMONS. I wish to say, Mr. President, that when I 
was preparing the pre ·en.t law--and that was about 10 or 12 
year ago-I was preparing a law for revenue purpo~es, and 
it was not necessary for me to measure things with the golden 
. cales with which the Finance Committee tells us they measure 
the rates provided in the pending bill. We put the duties on 
for revenue purposes olely, and did not measure them scien· 
tifically. But let that go. The question I want to ask the 
Senator--

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator 
toot fyom this basket clause as well as all other basket clauses 
we expect to get revenue, just as the Senator expected to get 
revenue under the ba~·ket clauses provided in the bill framed 
by him, but no living man can say what commodities will fall 
within a pa1·ticular basket clause. I can tell the Senator some 
of the items. ,, 

1\fr. SIMMONS. Let me ask the Senator another question, 
ftS I should like to obtain the information. The duties which 
the committee is now proposing to impose include, d·o they not 
ewer pipe and draintiles about which I have read? ' 

Mr. SMOOT. Every word the Senator stated in, his remark 
a to the production and consumption in the United States and 
al o the importations under this schedule was correct· there 
is no doubt about that. I even opened my remarks by' saying 
that I knew that se'!er pipe fell within this paragraph; but 
o do many other articles manufactured or partially manufac· 

tured from any kind of earth that may be known to-day or 
that may be discovered and come into use between now and the 
time another tariff bill shall be framed. 

The Senator want to know some of the articles that fall in 
this basket. I am only going to give him a few of the A's · I 
am not going to go through the list from A to Z, but really 
it i o important that I think the Senator ought to know some 
of the article ·. 

The first i · actinolite; then adamantine; then artificial 
teeth--

1\Ir. SIMMONS. l\fr. President, may I inquire what tlJe first 
article is? 

Tl1e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. AsHUR T in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

1\fr. SMOOT. No; I do not wish to yield at this time· I 
want the Senator from North Carolina to get .the information 
for which he is asking. 

l\Jr. SIMMONS. I merely want the Senator to tell what the 
fir t article he read i . 

Mr. SMOOT. Of conr ·e, when I give the Senator the in
formation, then he wants another explanation. · I know the 
Se1mtor has got to take up one hour of time until the Senator 
f"rom New l\fexico returns, and he wants me to help him out 
an cl I am going to do so for just a few moments, and· then i 

am going. to quit. I think I namell a1·tificial teeth. I think 
the American people, Mr. President, are going to suffer greatly 
because of the fact that a duty of 35 per cent a<1 \alorern i 
imposed on artificial teeth. I can ·ee ruin o•erspreading the 
country from one end to the other because it i propo._ed to 
place a duty of 35 per cent on artificial teeth. 

Then there is ayrstone; but, l\fr. Pre ident, I am not going to 
take any .more of the time of the Senate. I want to say tha t 
under this paragraph we have given the same rate on tbe 
basket clause that were given in the Payne·Aldrich bill, as the 
Senator says. There is no question at all about that. We do not 
deny. i~. We say frankly that that is what has been done, antl 
no ~1vrng man can say what will fall under thi · paragraph 
durmg the life of this bill. 

Mr. McCUl\fBER. Mr. President, I ask nnanimous consen t 
that when the Senate closes its se ion on this calendar day it 
recess until to·morrow at 11 o'clock -a. m. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Cllair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. Sll\11\IO~S obtained the floor. 
~fr. POINDEXTER. l\fr. Pre ·ident, a parllameulary in-

qmry. 
'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will plea. ·e state i t. 
l\lr. POINDEXTER. What is the question now? 
'l'he PH.~SIDING OF:F1I ER. The que tiou i. · on aareeiog to 

t.he C:olllm1ttee amendment in line 1, page 38. 
h . 1\fr. POINDEXTER. I should like to inquire how many 
LJmes the Senator from North Carolina ha poken (lU thi::s 
• ub.iect? 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. I lrnYe spokeu once. I will aw;;wer thP 
Senator. Does the Senator desire to cut me off in my youth? 

l\lr. POINDEXTER. No; no ' at all. I really am ju t inquit·
ing for information. I am ure tlle Senator doe not w11.nt t o 
rlelay action upon the matter. 

Mr. Sli\BWNS. No. 
l\1r. POINDEXTER. I intemlctl rather to direct the inqnit-;1.· 

to the Senator from Utah. 
l\fr. SIMMONS. The \ery last thing I would do would be to 

delay action on this particular item. 
l\Ir. President, the Senator from Utah ha furnished me with 

a list of six different things that be says are in the ba ·ket 
clause. I do not know that I ever heard of any one of them 
except artificial teeth. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
if there i anything in the hearings that shows the difference 
between the foreign selling price of the e five articles and the 
American selling price in the American market? If there i ~ no 
evidence of t\iat sort, I should like to ascertain from the Senator 
from what source he derived the iµformation necessary to en
able him to make this ·cientific H.1.riff -upon the principle upon 
whkh we have been told that it was made? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will tell the Senator where he can get it, I.mt 
really I do not think we care to answer an:y more questions. 
If the Senator will get Vandegrift' "United States Tariff ' 
and look in that volume, he will :find the item. falling under 
each of the paragraph . 

Mr. SIMMONS. Doe it give the sellina price in this market 
of the foreign and dome tic articles? 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no. 
Mr. SIMMONS. That i · what I wanted to get at. 
Mr. S~IOOT. The exi ting law, as I remember, is paragraph 

81, and the Senator can find not only these but a great many 
other•articles there. 

Mr. Sil\IMONS. Mr. Presiuent, to be eriou · about this mat· 
ter, in the Tariff Commission Summary that we are furnishe<l 
here I suppose they intended to include the various and sundry 
items that come in under the ba ket clau e. They have five 
different table of things that come in under the ba"'ket clau e; 
and I find that the total amount of import of those five pa1·· 
ticular things for the nine months of 1921 was somewhere 
around 65,000 only. The imports of these n. s. p. f. items about 
which the Senator make so much contention were ab olutelv 
negligible. ~ 

But, l\fr. President, suppo e we were to assume, suppose I 
should concede, that there was some justification for tllese dutie 
upon the specific articles of which the Senator has given me a 
lis t here as coming under the basket clau e. Suppo e I were 
to concede, I say, that the difference in the selling price here in 
this market of the foreign and the domestic products was uch 
as to justify a duty of 45 per cent as to them. The Senator 
admits that sewer pipe and .drainage tile are also included in 
this item and subject to this duty. 

Mr. SMOOT. Thirty-five per cent. 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. 'l'hirty.five per cent duty. I haYe shown, 

and the Tariff Commission's report shows, that the domestic pro· 
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duction of those items is about $60,000,-000, and that there are no 
imports, or no imports to speak a])out. 

Mr. SMOOT. There will not be, as far as the interior of the 
country is concerned. 

Mr. Sll\IMONS. If the Senator felt that it was necessary for 
him to include these specific items that he says come in under 
the basket clause-, I want to ask him why he inctuded sewer 
pipe and drainage tile, the domestic production of which amounts 
to $60,000,000, and there are no imports? Why does the Senator 
want to put a duty of 35 per cent upon those items? The Sena
tor has not undertaken to justify his duty of 35 per cent upon 
sewer pipe and drainage tile. He has only undertaken to justify 
it upon these specific items that I suppose nobody except some 
scientist ever heard of before, outside of artificial teeth. I 
will admit, for the purpose of argument, that he had some jus
tification for imposing a duty upon those basket-clause items, 
but the other two items are tenfold more significant than all of 
those put together, namely, the item of sewer pipe and the item 
of drainage tile. They are used by all the people of this coun
try-farmer, merchant, householder, everybody-and I have 
shown to the Senator that with a domestic production of $60,-
000,000 last year there were no imports and no exports, and yet 
under this clause the Senator wants to impose a duty of 35 per 
cent upon those articles. I say it is an outrage upon the people 
of this country who use these articles to impose any such rate 
as that upon them. 

But, l\lr. President, I do not wish to take up the time of the 
Senate. I am anxious to have a. vote upon this question, and 
I ask now that we have a vote. Before the Yote is taken on the 
committee amendment, I move to strike out, in line 1 of the 
Senate committee amendment, " 35 " and to insert " 20." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
""ill be stated. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETABY. On page 38, line 1, in the amend
ment of the committee, in lieu of the sum proposed to · be in
cluded by the committee, "35," it is proPosed to insert "20." 

The VICE PRESIDE...~T. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on the com

mittee amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the com

mittee will be stated. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 38, line 2, it is proposed 

to strike out " 28 " and insert " 45," so as to read : 
If decorated, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

l\Ir. Sll\Il\10NS. I move to strike out "45" and insert "20." 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend-

ment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing 

to the committee amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Tbe ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 38, line 4, the commit

tee proposes to strike out "15" and insert "20;~ so as to 
read: 

Gas retorts, 20 oer cent ad valorem. 

l\1r. ROBINSON. l\lr. President, I do not think it will re
quire more than a few moments to dispose of this paragraph. 

The rate proposed by the House on gas retorts is the same 
ns that provided in the act of 1909, and I do not know that that 
rate is excessiYe; but to· the latter clause, " and magnesia clay 
supporter , consisting of rings, rods, and other forms for gas 
mantles, 35 per cent ad valorem," the committee proposes an 
amendment striking out" 35" and inserting in lieu thereof" 50." 

Nothing in the information furnished the Senate justifies 
these increases. While the figures on production of these 
articles are not available, the information furnished by the 
Tariff Commission is to the effect that practically all of the 
retorts used in the United States _are of domestic manufacture. 
The imports are stated to be small. In 1914, 455 retorts were 
brought in, •alued at $17,627. In the year following approxi
mately one-third of the number imported in 1914 came in, 
namely, 152 retorts. As to the tariff proposed on materials for 
ga mantles, the ad valorem rate of 50 per cent appears to be 
neither necessary nor justified. 

I therefore move to amend the committee amendment by 
striking out " 20" and inserting in lieu thereof " 10." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from .Arkansas to the amendment of tbe
committee. 

'.l'he amendment to the amendment was 1·ejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on the com
mittee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was, on page 38, line 

5, after the words " lava for burners " and the comma, to 
insert " 10 cents per gross and 15 per cent ad valorem " and a 
semicolon. 

l\lr. ROBINSQN. I move to strike out " 15," in line 5, and 
insert " 5 " in lieu thereof. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was, on page 38, line 

7, to strike out "35" and insert "50," so as to read: 
.And magn~sia clay supporters, consisting of rings, rods, and othe1· 

forms for gas mantles, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I have already made some comment on 

thiE- amendment. Under the information furnished the Senate 
there appears to be no justification whatever for it. These 
articles are of common use, and the rate of 50 per cent ad 
Tiilorem is excesstve. I therefore move to strike out "50" and 
in ert "25." 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was, on page 30, line 

11, to strike out " 28 " and insert in lieu thereof " 50," so as to 
read: 

That none of the above articles shall pay a less rate of duty than 
50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand that the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. JONES] is interested in this amendment. 

Mr. JONES of New l\lexico. That paragraph, together with 
some succeeding paragraphs, went over last night. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Does the Senator want to return to paragraph 
212, providing duties on eartllenware and crockery? 

l\1r. JO..LTES of New Mexico. I was going to suggest that we 
return to paragraph 212. 

l\Ir. SMOO'.r. I ask that we go back to paragraph 212. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, in paragraphs 

212 and 213, relating to earthenware and chinaware, there is 
quite an increase in the duty. I understand that the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] is prepared to give data 
which he believes will justify this increase in the rate of duty 
on the articles mentioned in those paragraphs. They relate to 
earthenware and chinaware, something in use in every home in 
the land. The increase is very material, and the commodities 
are produced very largely in the State of New Jersey. I am 
sure the Senator from New Jersey would like to ha.Ye something 
to say in justification of what the committee proposes. 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. l\Ir. President, before we proceed to that 
I want to ask the Senator from Arkansas if we can agree, with
out any debate on it, to reconsider the vote by which the com
mittee amendment in line 7, page 238, was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBINSON. That is agreeable to me. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the amendment in paragraph 

215 page 38, line 7, where the committee proposed to strike out 
" 35 " and insert in lieu thereof " 50 " as the duty on magnesia 
clay supporters, be disagreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to reconside1ing 
the vote by which that amendment was agreed to? The Chair 
hears none, and it is reconsidered. 

Mr. l\1cCIDIBER. I ask for a \Ote on the matter now, and 
request that the Senate disagree to the committee amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I shall support the motion which the Sena
tor from North Dakota now makes. A. I tated a few rnoment3 
ago, I do not believe the higher rate provideu by the committee 
amendment is justified by any facts which appear in the record. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
1\Ir. l\IcCUl\IBER. Now, I ask that we l'eh1rn to page 36, 

paragraph 212. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objt><:tion, the considera

tion of that paragraph will be resumed. 
The amendments of the Committee on Finance to parag-raph 

212 were, on page 36, line 8, before the wonl ··plain ,. where it 
occurs the first time, to strike out " if"; m line 12, before the 
words " per cent," to strike out the figure ·· ~fi " and to insert 
"4.5 "; in t11e same line, before the word ·• vainted," to strike 
out "if"; in line 13, after the word "printed," to strike out 
" or ornamented " and to insert " ornamented," and at the he
ginning of line 16, before the words "per cent," to strike out 
·• 28 " and insert " 50," so as to make the paragraph read: 

PAR. 212. Earthenware and crockery ware composed of a nonvitrified 
absorbent body, including white granite and semiporcelain earthenware, 
_,and cream-colored ware, and stoneware, including clock cases with or 
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without movemenu, pill tiles, plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, 
statue , tatuettes, mug . cups, steins, lamps, and au other articles 
compo:seu wholly or in chief value of such ware; plain white, plain 
yellow, plain brown, plain red, or plain black, not painted, colored, 
tinted, tained enameled, gHded, printed, ornamented, or decorated in 
an. manner, and manufacture in chief value of such ware not specially 
provided for, 45 per cent ad valorem; painted, colored, tinted, stained, 
enameled. gilded, printed. ornamented, or decorated in any manner, and 
manufactures in chief \alue of such ware, not specially provided for, 
r.o per CPnt ad valorem. 

:\lr. FRELINGHUYSE.t~. l\1r. Pre ident, i is true that the 
potte1·y industry is a large industry in my State, but it is not 
confined to my State alone. It extends into Ohio, ·west Vir
ginia, New York, and other State , and has grown to \ery 
large proportions. 

Puragraph 212 and 213 are both related more or les to the 
entire pottery industry, and at the present time, owing to the 
low labor co ts and low exchange in Germany and Czec:ho
• loYakia, a~ well fl .· to the low wage in Japan, the cu ·tom
house ill"rnices how that it is nece sary to have the dutie laid 
in the._ e paragraph~. The information on this subject is a 11 
C'ontained in an aualy ·i · made by customhouse appraiser~, 
which I will submit later. 

A. I understand it, the Senator from Xew Mexico has \ery 
little or no pottery indu. try in his State. But I untlerstand 
he ha been making a stl1dy of these two schedules, and I am 
anxious to get hi new . The committee have \ery carefully 
examined comparable prices in the competiti\e countries, and 
feel that these rates should be imposed, and that th~r are 
fairly adequate. 

We ubmit the e paragrnplls to the Senate, and I should like 
to hear tbe Senator' views as to why he thinks the rate are 
too Ligh or too low. The indu try in Xew Jer ·ey thinks that 
they are too low. bnt I bould like to hear from the Senator, in 
view of the study be hns made, ancl therefore I gi\e wny to him. 

i\lr. JONES of New. Mexico. Mr. Pre ident, the l'emarks of 
the ~enator from New Jersey are in keeping with what i evi
dently the .. ettled purpose of the majority of thi body, e8{>e
c-inlly the majority of the Finance Committee. From the time 
we , tarted into an investigation of tllis bill there evidently has 
been fi deliberate purpo e to pre'\'ent nn in\estigation of these 
item" 

I believe at thi time I ·hall call attention to what appears to 
be the pirit prevailing in this Chamber. This morning'i:l Wash
ington Post, in it.c;; principal editorial, criticized the Senate for 
it cour e upon this bill. It criticized both side· of the 'ham
b r. The editorial read~, in part: 

The ituation in the Senate at thi. moment constitutes an indictment 
of tlw good sense of the Republican rarty. At this moment, when Con
gre.'R i!'I under the fire of critici,m nnd the record of the Republican 
Party i' undPt· ~crutiny, when .millions of voters are makin_g up their 
minds on the evidence presented, the Republicans of the ;::;enate are 
making a record of absenteeism and neglect of public busines that will 
urely return to plague them. 

The tariff bill is bPfore the Se11atc. It should either be pa ·ed or 
defeated. The tlebate upon the measure is half-hearted on the part of 
the Republicans and of a filibustering cbaract<'r on the part of Demo
craL. 

fr. President, I think it is quite true that the debate on this 
bill, ~O far as the Republicans are concerned, is half-hearted. 
Apparently no one on the other ·ide of the Chamber i ,:\-illing 
to get up \Oluntarily antl defend the bill or any of tl1e items 
in it. o far a. the filibu tering is concerned, I deny it. We 
have been trying to bring out the facts re"'arding thi · bill, 
and that they should be brought out is demon trated by what 
ha · occurred here time and again. 

In paragraph 210 of this bill, a paragraph which relate to 
the cheapest kind of pottery, the cheapest kind of tableware, 
the Finance Committee has brought in a recommendation of 
rates about twice a high as the rates under existing law. 
There wa not only no justification for it, but the committee 
it elf :finally receded from what it did and went back practically 
to the rates under existing law. 

I want to call attention to that particular item because it 
i in connection with the subject which we are to discuss to
night. It i a paragraph of this bill which relates to a tax 
upon common earthenware, the commonest kind of tableware. 
They increased the present rate by 100 per cent, and yet no one 
came on thi floor to justify what they had done. 

ot only wa there no ju tification for it, but the eYidence 
before the committee itself, from the witnesses in the industry, 
from one ide of this country to the other, in their deliberate 
te timony upon an investigation of the Tariff Commi ion, 
bowed that they did not want any increase in these duties. 
That te timony was before the committee. It came from a 

ource on which the committee relies, or pretends to rely gen
erally in the framing of this bill. Regarding that part of the 
indu try, I read from page 20 of tbe Tariff Commission's report 

on thi pottery indu ·try. Thi gives a summary of what was 
said by the mtne se , who were manufacturer.• of the items in
cludecl in paragraph 210. 

The manufacturer of· jars, jugs, stone ell.urns, and flower 
pots of Loni rville aicl there was no competition from imported 
ware. 

Peters; Zanesyille, manufacturer of flower pots, jardiniere , 
vase., fern pot~, window bo:x:e , and hanging ba kets, aid, "We 
do not know of irnporte<.I ware in direct competition." 

Lowry,- Ilo eville, Ohio, manufacturer" of baking and puddina 
P3.?S, cooking kettleR, coffee pot.s, meat roaster , and pie pan;, 
said they did not know of any competition. 

From E-rans\ille, Ind., stoneware food container and house-
hold special tie·, nothing imported competicive. · 

From a manufacturer of stoneware jarR, jug., fruit jar , 
water filter', chamber , filling pot , and Indian ntRe · the wit
ne ·se. aid there wa no competition. Then, _from Fort Worth, 
~ex., toneware genera Us, they said: "We t1o not kuow of any 
imported gooclR ·old in competition ' ith our line." 

So on through that line under paragraph 210, and, notwitb
i-:tanding the eviden ·e before the committee, the committee 
bronght in here an increase of 100 per cent in the duty. That 
·how · the credence which we should gh-e to a mere uggestion 

of the committee. But the Senator from 2'Tew Jer ey wants to 
content himself with saying that the committee has con iderecl 
this thing, that the committee ha recommended the e rates. 
I suhmit that no Senator ha any right, nuder the evidence 
which has appeared lleretofore in the consideration of the bill, 
to pnt any reliance upon what the committe recommend·, but 
that we should have ,ome reason, we should have ome facts 
here, to jnstif:y the proceedings. 

They talk about the Democrat filibu. tering against the bill. 
but I deny it. \Ve are simply trying to bring out the facts, and 
I submit that the Senator from New Jer ey ha · no right simply 
to Ray that the committee has recommended these rate , and 
therefore they should be adopted. 

Kot only is what I ha'\'e ~aid true regarding paragraph 210, 
where the committee receded fi·om its action in compliance with 
all the testimony whete it had acted in rai8ing the rates by 100 
per cent witilout any facts to justify them, but that ha occurreu 
in many instances in the bill. We can not support these rate 
l>y the facts, and I ubmit that the Senator from New Jersey 
is beo-ging the question when he undertake to come before 
u and ~ay that simply becau ·e the committee recommended 
the e things they should be adopted. 

l\Ir. FRELIKGBUYSEN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDE~ TT. Does the Senator from New 

~le:xico yiel<l to the ~enator from New Jer ey? 
l\lr .. JO~""ES of New l\fexico. I yield. 
1\lr. FRELIXGIIUYSEX I will say to tlte di tinguisbed 

Senator from .Cew Mexico that section 210 bas been pas ed. 
The del>a te is on , ection 212, and I had hoped we could in a 
friendly way debate that paragraph, with paragraph 213, and 
get through. I should like to have the Senator point out 
wherein be believes the rates in paragraph 212 are not appro
priate. He ha been tudying them, and I think po sibly he 
should point that out, he being a member of the committee. 

Mr. JO?\TES of New Mexico. Yes; I nm a member of the com
mittee, but the ilistingui hed .._ enator from New Jer ey know 
that these rate were not put here by the committee a a whole. 
Be knows that they were framed in secret ·ession by the Re
publican members of the committee and tllat the Democratic 
members of the committee had nothing to clo with them. We 
clo not know the rensoning whicll actuated tlle majority of the 
Finance Committee in framing the rate . 

I submit that thi · i a pitiable spectacle. Here is an at
tempt to increa ·e the taxes upon nece ~ ary article that go into 
e\ery home in the land, and the committee undertake to im
pose this duty without even a sngge. tion of a reason for it. 
I submit, i\1r. President, that they who will u. e the great tax
ing power of the GoYernment, who will put a burden upon the 
people of the land that will nffect e\ery household in the land , 
ought at least to gi'Ve some kind of an excu e, if not a reason. 

l\1r. President, I believe that the eYidence in tlle ca e will not 
ju tify what has been done. In the fir t place, if the Senator 
from Jew Jersey will only consider the testimony which wa.· 
submitted to the Way· and )leans Committee of the Honse and 
to the Finance Committee of the Senate he will find that the 
rates pro.po ed by the committee are higher than tho ·e engaged 
in the industry asked. I suppo e that somebod:r made a reque t 
of the Finance Committee to put these dutie" where they are, 
but it so happens in this ca. ·e that the leader in <the industry 
did not reque t dutie a high as the Finance Committee pro
po e. 
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There are two paragraphs here, paragraph 212 and para

graph 213. Paragraph 212 relates to nonvitreous, nonabsorbent 
earthenware product. 

Paragraph 213 relates more especially to chinaware and 
porcelain. On the proposition of paragraph 212, I desire to 
read a little of the testimony bearing upon the question to show 
on what flimsy grounds the majority member of the Finance 
Committee would recommend this increase of taxation. Under 
paragraph 212 the rates will be increased ab-Out 50 per cel?-t a?d 
under paragraph 213 not quite so much, but a very material m
crease. Under paragraph 213 the present rate on the undeco
rated ware is 50 per cent and on the decorated ware 55 per cent. 
Under the Payne-Aldrich law the rate on the undecorated ware 
was 55 per cent and on the decorated ware it was 60 per cent. 
The Finance Committee recommends 70 per cent, and this is the 
kind of testimony: 

George C. Dyer, representing the Sanitary Potters' As •ocia
tion, of Trenton, N. J., in speaking of sanitary ware, hows us 
that the production of that ware in the United State.· was 
$27,000,000 per year, and that during fi:ye years there had only 
been imported $40,282 worth. There we haYe an annual pro
duction of $27,000,000 and a total importation for five years of 
$40,000, and the only excuse given by him as to why there should 
be an increase in duty was that some time prior to tlle war some 
firm in San Francisco made an offer to a firm in Jnpan for sollle 
of this sanitary ware. None of it i · being imported now, and 
for five yeaTs there has been imported only $40,000 worth, "bile 
the annual production is ~27,000,000. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President--
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator from 

Kentucky. 
l\lr. STANLEY. Doe not the Senator from New ).lexico see 

the unspeakable outrage of permitting consumers in San Fran
cisco to buy from Japan or somewhere else, when they can get 
the same thing at an exorbitant price from a tru t as near to 
San Franrisco as some town in New Jersey? Think of it. The 
market of San Francisco right at the door taken away from 
them. It is almost unbelievable. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I must confess that a great many 
people here are very much opposed to letting anything escape. 
That seems to be the purpose of the bill. Whenever there is a 
possibility of anything coming into thi country from abroad, 
the Senator from New .Jersey and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Gooorno], to whom we listened this afternoon, would at once 
raise the tariff barriers still higher. Their one object is to pre
vent absolutely anything from entering the borders of the United 
States of America. 

The next witness in regard to this earthenware was Mr. Theo
dore Jones, representing the wholesalers of earthenware and 
china, of Boston, l\Iass. He submitted a brief and showed what 
the imports 'Yere of the entire schedule. I may say at this point 
that the chief imports under both these paragraplls are uecorated 
tableware. But instead of increasing they have been decreas
ing, even the decorated ware. The proportion to the domestic 
production is comparatively large, but .decorated ware i a new 
industry in the United States, comparativelv, and that i a mat
ter of taste more than anything else, to which I shall refer in 
more detail later. 

l\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President--
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator from New 

Jersey. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Did I understand the Senator to 

say that the imports of decorated and ornamented ware have 
decreased? 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. I do. 
l\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. That is not my information. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will explain that to the Sena· 

tor before I get through. I will give him the figures on it. 
What the Senator has in mind is that in dollar· the present 
importations are pretty large. They are nearly as large, if not 
quite as large, as before the war. But the evidence before the 
committee showed that foreign prices at the present time are 
250 per cent of the pre-war prices, and while the amount of 
importations in dollars may appear large, the actual quantity 
importation is not more than one-half of what it was before 
the war. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Does the distinguished Senator 
from New l\fexico realize the reason for that? · 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I was not undertaking to give 
any reason for it. I was stating the facts. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Is it not due to the fact that in 
some of those countries they have an export price over the 
domestic selling price, and that the selling price in the Ameri
can market is much higher than the selling price in the foreign 
country? 

· :!\'Ir. J0~8 of :\'ew .:Vle:x:ico. Tl1e Sernuor has in mind Gt-1'· 
many. 

Ur. ST.Al-LEY. 1\lr. President--
1\fr. JONES of New hlexico. I sield to the • enntor .from 

Kentucky. 
l\lr. ST.A.i'l'LEY. It strikes me, if that be the case, that i · a 

better reason why it i · not nece8sary to impose fill exorbitant 
duty. Senator must be intellectually ·iucere. I will not 'RY 
honest, but they must not blow hot and cold. . One Senator get::, 
up and says we have got to put thi" duty on to prewnt dumping. 
the crime of selling for less abroad than at home. Another 
Senator get.· up and says we have got to put the duty on 
because they are not dumping, thut they are charging more for 
goods wJdch are sold abroad than tho8e which are ~old at lwme. 
One or the other of the reasons i bound to be a bad reason ; 
both of them may be bad, but both of them can not possibly 
be good. 

l\lr. JO_;_ -Es of ... Tew ~fexico. l\1r. President, I ha-ve heard 
from the other side of the Chamber time and again reference 
to the situation in Germany. and it looks to me as if thi bill 
were framed solely against Germany. 

I hear " Germany " every day and in connection with almost 
every item in the bill, and if there i anything imported from 
Germany nt all in connection with a schedule or coming under 
a schedule we are at once frightened by the ghost of Germany. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. l\Ir. Pre ident-- • 
Mr. J01'.'ES of New Mexico. I want to say to the Senator 

that now, three and one-half years after the war, Germany is 
not sending to this country anything like the quantity of these 
ware he was sending prior to the war. There is no excu ·e for 
becoming frightened at Germany. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I should like to a ·k 
the distinguished Senator whether he has made an investiga
tion as to prices in Japan, Czecho lovakia, and France? 

l\lr. JOXES of New l\Iexico. Mr. President, I have thoNe 
prices; I have made an investigation of them; and I will say 
to the Senator thnt tl1e evidence which the Senator himself hall 
shows that the compnrable chinaware from Japan is . elling in 
thi · market to-day 25 per cent abo\e the selling price of the 
domestic product, and that as to other ware from Germany, 
Czecho 'lovakia, and other countrie · there can not be found a 
single article of decorated chinaware which has come to this 
country from England, France, Germany, Czechoslovakia, or 
Japan but is selling in thi · market to-day practically above 
the selling price of the domestic article. Senators on the other 
side were told that by the Tariff Commission, on which they 
should rely, even if they do not. 

l\Ir. President, the Senator from New Jer ey is frightened 
at Germany. I want to call attention to the fact that under the 
heading of earthen, stone, china wa1·e, parian, poreelain, and 
bisque, not uecorated or ornamented, imports are given in a 
very recent compilation of our foreign trade by the Depart
ment of Commerce. It includes the year 1913 and the calenclar 
year from 1918 to 1921, inclusive. I find in looking at that 
compilation that as to Germany in 1913 the kind of ware which 
I have described was imported to the extent of $508,001, and 
that in 1921 the importations only amounted to $306,000-only 
about one-half. As I said a while ago, the price i 250 per cent 
of the pre-war price. The same thing is true of the decorated 
ware from Germany. Prior to the war, in 1913, Germany ex
ported to the United State $3,235,517 wortll, but in 1921 she 
exported only '1,902,329 worth; and yet Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber talk about this country being flooded with 
importations from Germany. . 

If Germany ha all this cheap labor and cheap power an<l 
cheap material, and the prices are h!gher in thi · country, why 
does not Germany send the ware over here and get paid for 
them in our gold at the prevailing high prices? Senators 
may talk about the difference in exchange or other conditions, 
but the proof of the pudding is in the eating. If Germany 
can do these things, why, three ancl one-half years after the 
war, i she do doing them? 

So with everything el. e which is di cns~ed in connection with 
Germany. Last year the imports from Germany into the United 
States amounted only to about $90.000,000. Onr export to Ger
many amounted to nearly $400,000,000. If Germany can do 
these things, why i she not doing them? That, however, is the 
ghost which rises here every time any of the paragraphs is 
mentioned. We are told how cheap labor i in Germany; we 
are told about the low gold value of the German mark. Sena
tors on the other side talk about all the ·e things. about what 
Germany theoretically may do; but Germany is not doing them 
and ·it is now three and a half years since the close of the war. 
When is Germany going to do them? Is that what Senators 
on the other side want the people of this country to under..,tand-

• 



7570 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE~ ~fAY 2~, 

that under these facts they are now engaged in passing into 
law the highest tariff bill ever known to this country and that 
they are doing it because over in Germany there is a depreciated 
mark and cheap labor? Whatever the fads may be as to that, 
they are not interfering with the United States market, and 
every bit of German decorated ware which is coming into the 
United States is selling to-day in the .American market for a 
higher price than is the comparable domestic article. 

1\ilr. President, I desire to read just a little from the testi
mony of l\1r. W. El Wells, of Newell, W. Va., representing the 
United States Potters' .Association. He was asked by Mr. 
G~N: -

Has the price of china advanced in the last year? 
Mr. WELLS. About 15 per cent in a year, I should say. 
Mr. TREADWAY. How much in three years? 
Mr. WELLS. One hundred and eleve.n per cent is what our records 

show in our factories. 
Mr. TREADWAY. I think my records would confirm that-what I have 

had to pay. 
Mr. GREE:N". The reason I asked you that question wa.s that one of 

the importers who testified here said. that the reason that the imports 
from China and Japan in the 10 months ending October 20 had more 
than doubled was largely owing to the increase of price. 

Mr. WELLS. Both the foreign and American prices have increased 
consideral>ly jn the last year. 

Mr. GREE.N. The imports were about two and one-half. 
l\!r. WELLS. That is right, within one year. I think that is from 

1914 until now. 
Mr. GREE . You misunder tood me. I am speaking of the increase 

in value U. Japan for the 10 months ending in October. There would 
be about a million and a half imported in 1919, the 10 months ending 
October, 1919, and $1,300,000 worth imported in the 10 months ending 
October, 1920. 

Mr. WELLS. I have not, of course, undertaken to cover the entire 
ground, but there is just this I want to say, that we are having no 
demand uow for our goods. We have had more cancellations in the 
last three months than we have taken new business. But the AmPrican 
potters were so far behind that we are still busily employing all our 
people on orders that have remained with us 6, s. 10, and 12 months. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Are you reducing wages? 
Mr. WELLS. We have not. 

• • • • • • • 
The CHAIRMAN. What rates do you recommend? 
Mr. WELLS. I make a recommendation that the Payne rate be re

stored, and until Germany and Austria get back into that market it 
will be sufficic_>nt to protect us, at least against England and France. 
They have always been honorable competitors. We have divided up 
this market without quarreling. 

There, Mr. President, was the representative of the pot
ters' association, who said that the Payne-Aldrich rate would 
be sufficient; but the highest rate under the Payne-Aldrich law 
was 60 per cent, while the committee comes here with a recom
mendation of 70 per cent-10 per cent higher than the rate for 
which the president of the potters' association asked. 

Mr. President, I think we may very well examine this ques
tion for the purpose of ascertaining whether or not there is any 
justification for any increase o-ver the present rate. Mark you, 
there are three paragraphs in this bill which relate to the pot
tery industry; in fact, four, including a blanket clause, to which 
I shall refer later on. The industry must be considered as a 
whole because it is not figured out by any of these interests-as 
to what the different articles of ware cost. That fact is not 
known. When they burn a kiln of the wares it may contain 
different kinds of articles. They will, perhaps, burn a kiln to 
one stage and ultimately secure different kinds of finished wares. 
They may put some of it into another kiln and burn that to 
another stage and secure · another finish or another glaze, 
and then have it decorated, and then burn it again into a dif
ferent kind of ware. So it is not possible to tell what is the 
cost of the different kinds of ware. We do not know. 

The information is not furnished; but there is one thing we 
can do : We can examine the industry as a whole and see 
whether or not the industry is suffering, and from that we can 
tell whether or not e:ti ting duties are sufficient, whether or 
not the trade is being swamped with importations from other 
countries. These facts we can ascertain. They are in this 
record. They come from official sources, and I submit that 
they have all been ignored by the majority of the Finance Ooru
mittee--either ignored or else treated with contempt. 

Mr. President, in the first place, just as an indication of the 
prosperity of the industry, I have here a list of the income-tax 
returns for this industry for the pre-war period, 1911, 1912, and 
1913. It shows the invested capital, net income, gross sales. 
and cost of goo<ls reported in corporation returns for pre-war 
period 1911, 1912, and 1913, and 1918, 1919, and 1020. Here is 
what we gather from it: · 

That in the years 1911, 1912, and 1913 nil these concerns had 
an average net income on their invested capital of 11.12 per 
cent; in 1918 of 25.59 per cent; in 1919 of 24.3 -per cent; and 
in 1920 of 32.76 per cent. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. l\Ir. Pre~ddent--
The PRESIDING OFFIOER {Mr. SUTHERLAND in the chair). 

Does the Senator from New Me:tjcQ y~ld to the-Senator frQm 
New Jersey? -

• 

Mr. JONI1iS of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Froin what authority is the Sena

tor reading? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexioo. I am reading from a certified 

statement from the Treasury Department of the United States. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. What is the nature bf it? 
l\fr. JONES of New Mexico. It is just what I said in the 

beginning. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Does the Treasury Department 

issue statements on incomes of companies? 
Mr. JO:NES of New Mexico. This sheet complies with the 

law on the subject, and the Senator from New Jersey has seen 
a great many of just such sheets. Tbe names of the com· 
panies are not given here, but they are numbered. 

l\fr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Then the Senator is reading from 
the income-tax returns of certain companies engaged in the 
pottery industry. Is that true? 

l\fr. JONES of New Mexico. That is true. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. May I ask the Senator how he can 

distinguish the companies that are engaged in manufacturing 
the product which is protected under these two paragraphs, 
212 and 213? Is this return confined to those two items? Does 
the Senator claim that the return on the industries that are 
protected under these two items is 32 per cent, or does it not 
include all of the pottery indu..."1:ry? 

I know tlre Senator wants to be fair--
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do want to be fair. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. .And I want, also, to have the fig. 

ures accurate and identified properly. I should like to ask the 
Senator if he is sure that those returns cover the industries 
that are protected under these two items, or do they cover all 
of the pottery industry, the other industries, too? 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. l\fr. President; if the Senator 
thinks such information as this is important, may I ask him, 
when he decided to increase the duty on the e wares, whether 
he ascertained the financial condition of the companies that 
were producing these wares? 

l\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have general information, and I 
have some specific information, too; but I am asking the Sen
ator a question, and I am asking it in all fairness. The Senator 
has quoted certain figures coming from the T1·easury Depart
ment-the income-tax returns, which I had suppo ed were privi
leged-but nevertheless he is offering for the record these re
turns, and he is claiming that for the year 1920, I think he 
state<l, the average profits were 32 per cent. That is not my 
information on the industries covered in paragraphs 212 and 
213, and I am asking him if he is sure that those returns coyer 
the industries that are protected under these two paragraphs? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will read just what it says: 
Statistical division, income-tax unit. Manufacturers of chinaware 

and earthenware. 
That is the heading. 
Mr. lf'RELINGHUYSEN. Then it does. The Senator claims 

that it does cover them? 
l\1r. J01\TES of New l\f.exico. That is what it says on its face. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Is it for 1920? 
l\fr. JONES of New Mexico. 1920. 
Mr. FRELL.~GHUYSEN. Has the Senator the 1921 figures? 
l\fr. JONES of New Mexico. No; they are not out yet, as the 

Senator must know. 
l\lr. FRELINGHUYSEN. .As I understand the 1921 figures, 

the reports have been made by the companies and the profits 
are very much less this year, and I understand that in 1920 they 
do not show an average profit of 32 per cent. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, if they are le s 
for 1921, it is not because of any importation, because the goods 
have not been coming in here. It must be attributed to some 
other cause. 

l\1r. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Pre ident, I am informed that 
in 1921, in the case of one of the oldest and one of the largest 
companies engaged in the manufacture of chinaware, the aver
age profit was only 9.6 per cent; and I understand that in 1921 
the profits on the china and earthen ware did not run much 
ove; 10 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, all I know about 
their earnings is derived from this income-tax report, which 
gives the earnings for 1911, 1912, and 1913, the three pre-war 
years', as well as for 1918, 1919, and 1920 ; and I will give the 
Senator some figures which are at least corroborative of that 
regarding some other years. We are trying to find out, in the 
first place, whether or not this industry is poverty stricken, and, 
in the next place, what caused it if it is. So far as I have 
·been able to get any information, it is not poverty stricken, in 
the first place, and we will find out before we get through that 
their business has not been interfered with by any impDrtations 
pf ea~henw~re _pr chinaware • 

• 
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~Ir. President, I have here another statement regarding the 
pottery industry which comes from the Census Bureau. The 
Bureau of the Census make~ an examination of th~e manufac
h1ring industries once each five years. We have the data re
garding the pottery industry for the year 1914 and the year 
1919, and from that we get a good deal of information. It is 
true that the year 1919 wn just after the war; it was a pros
perou yeaT; but we have the figures for the year 1914 also. 
It will be recalled that during the war the pottery in<lu try 
wa-· ~omewhnt restricted in it output; that it was necessary 
for the Government to conserve fUel, and so its busines was 
somewhat handicapped during the war, and that handicap ex
tended even beyond the war, and the industry was not unduly 
bnHt up by rea on of the war. 

Here i~ what we fincl from an examination of tho~e two cemms 
reports, the one for 1914, the other for 1919 : 

The capital . tock of the concerns engaged in that industry 
in 1914 was $44,704,081. 

In 1919 the capital f'tock had increased to , 66 7iJ7,970, and my 
information is that that increa"e in capital from 44,000,000 to 
• 6ti,OOO,OOO -wa made up from surplus earning in the business 
<luring the five year.·. 

In 1914 the value ot' tht> prolluct h1rned out by the .. e potteries 
wn.· . 36,942,666. 

Ju 1919 it was $77,000,000, in round number!':. 
·we htlYe here the cost of manufacture. 
l\fr. FRELINGHUYRFJK )Jr. P1·esident--
)fl' .. JOXEf\ of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator. 
)[r. FH.ELINGHUY 'E. T. Doe~· not that include arti<:le:-: that 

a re in other sC'heclules? 
)fr. JO~ES of New :Mexico. Ye, ; )fr. President, tlUs include 

t11e entire pottery industry. 
:\fr. FRELI JGHUYSE"N. The Senator peak of S77,000.000 

n~ heing the entire income. 
}fr. JONES of New :Mexico. No: that i · the "."alue of the 

product turned out: 
)fr. FRELI~GHUY .._'EN. But $36,000,000. as I am informed, 

i.-: represented in thei::le two paragraph.·. · . 
)Jr. JONES of New Mexico. I do not o under.·tand. 
}fr. FRELI:NGHUY._':E:N. Mny I ask the Senator another 

que.tion, in order that it may go in the record? I pre.:ume he 
~ ubmits these figure for the record. 

:\lr. JO_ -Es of New Mexico. I clid not know whether I would 
bun1en the record with them or not. 

)fr. FRl~LINGHLYSE~. I ~11ould like to ask the Senator 
wlwther, in the net income on capital inve ted of 3~:76 per 
rent. the taxes are deductt><l, and whether be claims that that is 
net profit or net income? 

)h-. JO .... IES of New Mexico. ~Jr. President, I assume t11at 
the ta:x:e · are not deducted, beeause tho~e figures are eYidently 
the item. on which the tax is caJenlatecl . 

::\Ir. FRELIXGHUYSEK Tllen the Senator'· claim is that 
tlie net income frC1m tllt> bu~iness is 32 per cent, and that is 
not net earnings, and he <loes not know what the net earnh1gs 
n re, what the percentage of earnings is on the capital? 

)£r. JO).TES of New Mexico. l\lr. President, if the .__ enator is 
•imply figuring on some ua~·is for ueducting income taxes, I 
will give it to him in the paragraph which I am going to read. 

)Jr. FRELINGHUYSE r. I am a king the Senator whnt he 
con-::ider the nf't return for dividend purposes, the net earn
h1g · on the capital 'invested in the pottery business under the 
figure · he ha presented to tbe Senate. 

Mr. JONES of )Tew Mexico. It would be the amount I gave, 
le:-: the income tax, ·whatever it wa.,,. 

:Ur. FRELINGHGYSE . Of course. there is intere~t on 
bonds and mortgage-· and other fixed charge · which probably 
are not deducted. 

)Ir. JO~ES of New )lexico. That is the return upon the in
Ye:ted capital a· defined il1 the re-venue law of the countn-, and 
nm· manufacturer ·will understand what that means. • 

~Ir. FHELI ~GHUYSEN. Then, if the corporation ta:x was 
~O per ceut in that year the net income would be lu v_er cent 
in~tea<l of 32 per cent. 

)fr. JOKES of New Mexico. Ye~; but the corporation tax is 
11e,-er anything like. that, a · the Senator very well know;;:. 

::\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. The corporation tux and other 
expense I llould lu1ve said. I pre ume the interest on bonds 
i:-: not deducted from that. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Certainly it i.-. That i · the 
net income. The .~enator know these concern are authorized 
to <leduct the interest on their bonded indebtedne~s. 

Mr. Ii,RELINGHUY.'EN. Then. the corporation tax being 10 
per cent--

Mr. JONBS of N.ew :Mexico. But the corporation ta~ i~ not 
10 per cent. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. -What is it? 
Mr. SMOOT. It is 10 per cent. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. No; it is not. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Was not the corporation tax 10 

per cent? 
Mr. JONES of New 1\Ie:fi.co. The Senator speaks of the in

come tax now. I beg the pardon of the Senator from Utah. 
We were thinking of different thing~. It is true that the income 
tax is 10 per cent of the net earnings, but it is not 10 per cent 
in a way to reduce that 32 per cent to 22 per cent. It is 10 per 
cent of the total amount of the net earnings. 

Now, let us look into this question a little further. If the 
Senator has any definite information that these figures for 1914 
relate only to the manufacture of articles coming within para
graphs 212 and 213, I should like to ha.Ye him give the authority 
for the statement. Th::it is not my information. My informa
tion i · that these figure re1ate to the "'hole industry, as shown 
by the report of the Department of Commerce on the subject. 
If I am wrong about it, of cour e I want to be corrected. 

Mr. FRELL ~GHUYSEX. Does the Senator claim that the 
industry is co-vered under these two items, paragraphs 212 ancl 
213? 

Mr. JO:!\'E · of New ::\le:xico. Wbat I claim is that the whole 
pottery industry is covered here for both years, 1914 and 1919. 
The Senator from New Jersey stated a while ago that the 
figures I have for 1914 relate only to the two paragraphs of the 
bill. l\ly information is otherwise. 

!\fr. FI'.ELIXGHUY~EN. What does the SenatOL' claim the 
total income for 1914 to ha -ve been? 

::\Ir. JOXBS of New Mexico. The net profit of the indnstry 
that yeal' was $5,224,237. 

Mr. FRELIKGRCTSEX. I mean the total production. 
:\Ir. JONES of New l\lexico. The total production amounted 

to 36,942,606. 
1\lr. FRELI~GHUYSE r. The Senator. of course, is includ

ing in tbo~e figure:-; practieally $~0,000,000 of production that 
i not contained in these paragraph ? 

Mr. JO:NES of New Mexico. I said in the beginning that you 
<:onld not segregate the co ·t~ under one paragraph from the 
co:ts und~r another; that you ha Ye to take into consideration 
the entire pottery industry. 

:Jlr. FRELL"'IGHCY 'EX. I claim that you can segregate the 
figure as to production, and I have them segregated. If the 
Senator wants the figures, I will give them to him: 

l\Ir. JO~ '"ES of New :\lexico. I am now using some official 
data furnished u: IJ;r the Bureau of the Census, for whatever it 
is worth. There are other figures, of course, as to the amount 
of the productio11 of the different kinds of commodities, but 
they are not brought together in this form. I am using these 
figures for what they are worth, for the purpose of showing 
that the pottery industry of this country is not in dire distress; 
that it is not ·omething which ought to be put upon the charity 
of the country : that it is not omething for which there should 
be a !:ipecial ta:x: levied upon ernry human being in this country. 
It is a profiteering indu try, and the last year for which we have 
any information it profiteere<l be3-ond all other years. At the 
height of it · profiteering, the Finance Committee comes in and 
wants to increase the taxation on the country for the benefit of 
this industry and increase the rate beyond what the high 
officials of the companies themselves say they want. 

~Ir. J<.,RELI~GHUYSEN. The Senator has not shown that 
thi . · industry i a profiteering indu ·try. I know the conditioru; 
of the pottery industry in my State, and I know that their 
profits are not large. The Senator has presented figures show
ing a net income of 32 per cent in one of the most prosperous 
years the industry ha ever known. 

Mr. JO:!\"'ES of New Mexico. 1\1r. President, I decline to yield 
further. I 1.-IDdly invited the Senator from New Jersey to pre
sent hi ca~e first. I supposetl he knew what he was doing. I 
.. upposed he had evidence which would justify these rates. He 
declined to pre~ent it, and now he is undertaking to say that 
be knows the facts about the matter. Does he want us to 
under tand t),ul.t the majority of the Finance Committee make 
the e recommendation simply because of what the Senator 
from New Jersey 1.-now ·? What he knows is not evidence in 
thi ca e. 

i\lr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If the Senator will not yield, of 
course I can not reply to him. 

l\Ir. JOXE ~ of New Mexico. I prefer not to yield at this time, 
but I hope that l>efore we get through the Senator from New 
Jersey will pre~ent ome evidence at least to furnish a reason
able excu e for what the majority of the Finance Committee 
propo~es . I have been unable to find it in tlle record in this 
ca ·e. I wm not decline to yield for a question or any short 
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explanation. I shall be very glad to have any questions from Iowa, ~lay 21, 1922, may be printed in the REconn in the regu-
the Senator from New Jersey, or any other Senator. lar type. 

Here is what we have concerning the business of this ill{1us- There being no objection, the address was ortlered to be 
try in 1914. I will read the round figures. Capital, $44,000,000; printed in the RECORD in &-point type, as follows: 
Talue of product, $36,000,000; cost of material and freight, At Des Moines, Iowa, at 8 o'clock p. m., Sunday, l\Iay 21, 192::?, 
$9,000,000; rent of power and cos~ of fuel, $2,750,000; rent of before the General B6ard of Education of the Presbyterian 
factory, $42,564; Federal tax and State tax, $271,562; total Church, Vice President Calvin Coolidge spoke as follows: 
cost, excluding salaries and wages, $12,345,000; profits before This is a convocation representatiYe of the hope of tbe world. 
deducting salaries and wages, $24,596,000. Each morning brings us news of discontent, of sullen d isagr e-

Then we have given the distribution of the salaries and wages. men ts between tho e charged with different obligations in in
The salaries of the officers amounted to $1,662,061. The salaries dnstry, of 01·ganized crime and violence in our own land, and 
of superintendents and managers are included in that sum, of disordered and threatening conditions abroad. This council 
amounting to 6.6 per cent of the total income of the concern. meets with the determination not to treat the apparent symp
They paid to clerks, stenographers, salesmen, and so forth, toms of the hour, but to remove fundamental causes. It seeks 
$1,084,000; to wage earners, $16,666,000. Net profits, $5,2-24,000. redress for all wrong not by force of arms which might triumph 

That was in 1914. In 1919 the capital had been increased to for a day, but by a force of ideals which will be supreme for 
more than $66,000,000, and, as I am advised, without the invest- all time. It appeals from the things which are temporal to the 
ment of a dollar, representing an accumulation of surplus. The things which are eternal. Casting aside all else it reasserts its 
value Of the product was $77,000,000. The cost of the material reliance in the ancient faith of mankind. 
and freight was $15,000,000. The rent of power and cost of fuel This i a truly American purpo e completely in ha.rruony with 
amounted to $5,000,-000. The rent of the factory was $162,000. reTealed destiny. This is a new land. It is the expression of 
The Federal tax was $2.220,000, and the State tax $437,000. The a new life. We do not deny our obligatioi. to the teaching of 
total cost, excluding salaries and wages, was $23,000,000. The the Old World. It was from that source that we derived our 
profits, before deducting the salaries and wages, were $51,000,000. civilization. It wa there that the modern world made those 

Now a. to the distribution. The salaries of officers, not in- beginnings which have come into the strength of full maturity 
eluding superintendents, managers, and so forth, were $2,095,432. in American institutions. We do not fail to profit by it. But 
Back in 1914 the salaries of officers, superintendents, and man- we have lived by something more. We have aspired to some
agers, all combined, amounted to $1,600,000, but in 1919 the sal- thing higher. 
aries of officers alone amounted to over $2,000,000, and of the We do not know where civilization began. As far back as 
superintendents $1,833.6G5, making a total in 1919 paid as sal- the genius of man has been able to pierce the veil of the past, 
aries of officer , superintendents, and managers of $3,929,097, he beholds an enlightened people. Not one just rising out of 
nearly $4,000,000. In 1914 those officers and superintendents re- savagery, but a people already risen. Nor yet a people who 
ceived only $1,622.000, an increase of more than $~,000,000 per ha'e originated their own civilization, but always one which 
annum for the officers, superintendents, and managers. acknowledges that it was derived from others. But wherever 

Now! give another sign ificant item. They increase the wages civilization appears we ·fin(] it has one common characte1istic. 
and Q1is is what happened. In 1914 there were 26,705 wage It gathers around the altar, the tabernacle, the pulpit, in 
earners. They received $16.666,330, which was 67.8 per cent of obedience to religions rite . It is not waiting for the results 
the value of the product. This is the one industry which has, I of evolution, but seeking the guide of inspiration. 
believe, the highest labor cost of any of the industries, and that. We can recall the names and the times of the nations which 
is why it has in the past appealed for a high protection upon have ari en and for a period held dominion over the affair: of 
thi industry; but now, when the industry prospers, what hap- the ·world. Civilization has flourished under different designa
pen ? Do they give the benefit of that increa e in prosperity tions and dates, but always around the same central thought. 
to these laboring men? In 1914, when the pottery industry was We can read of it and study it in the well-preser"'etl records 
only reasonably prospering, the wage earners receirnd 67.8 per of ancient Babylon. We can see a people acknowledging again 
cent, but in 1919, when these officers and superintendents were its force in the art, the poetry, and the philosophy of Greece. 
receiving the e extraordinary salaries, the wage earners re- We can see it putting forth a new strength in the mighty or
ceived only 58.3 per cent of tbe Tahrn of the product. ganizing power of Rome. Bab~·lon, Greece, and Rome fell, but 
. Another thin"', 1\Ir. Pr~sident. The net profits of these concerns I civil~zatio~ ~id not fall.. ~t remaiJ.1~d confined, but treasured, 
m 1919, before taxes paid, were $17,G82,030, which amounted to rnovmg w1thm narrow llm1ts, but with none the less power, in 
just about 24 per cent on their invested capital. That 24 per the cloister. the monastery, and among the clergy, ready to 
cent was profit, after paying for material, after paying rent and inspire missionaries, to convert nations, and to reas. ert it elf 
fuel, wages ~nu sa1arie . Seventeen million dollars and more in the religious a wakening and the revival of learning of the 
of profit, 24 per cent! Tbnt was in 1919. That was just after late l\lidclle Ages. 
the war. But from the official reports as to the income tax re- It was then that America was revealed to a waiting world. 
turn in 1920 their net earnings subject to taxation for income Men had tried out the old forms of acknowledged human rela· 
purposes bad increased more than 32 per cent, and no one will tionship. They had been brought into order under despotism. 
believe that they padded their returns for taxation purposes. They had gained the idea of a king subject to the authority of 

l\lr. President, that is some adilitional evidence a to the pros- law. They had seen the power of a parliamentary form of gov· 
perity of these concerns. As I said in the beginning of my erument to restrain absolute monarchy and presene a certain 
remarks, we can not tell what is the cost of a set of di bes, we amount of liberty. 1\Ien had dreamed and hoped for a com· 
can not ten what is the co t of a certain design of sanitary pleter freeclom under the guaranties of a constitution and for 
ware. It is in the pottery industry, and we can only tell self-government through legislative bodies which should be 
whether it needs protection or not by consideri11g two thing : truly repre entati,e. But the e final accomplishments were left 
Fir t, whetheT the concern is prosperous or not, and, econd, to be the achievement of American , their contribution to the 
whether the American market is being flooded with imports or welfare of mankind, their glory in the records of history. 
not. I have given this evidence as to the prosperity of the Through all this there ha run the never-ceasing force of ciY· 
concern. I expect now to take up the question of the iruporta- ilization. We do not know where it began, for we do not know 
tions, the character of the business, where the competition where ternity began. Seeking for it in vain in any earthly 
comes in, and to look at the economic surroundings of the source, men lmve always acknowledged that it has come from 
industry. aboYe. The soul of man alway responds to it. There need be 

Mr. President, it i now after 10 o'clock, and I understand no fear that it will perish. The foundation for our faith is so 
that it i not designed to continue the ession much longer. If abiding that all human h:mds raised against it will be without 
agreeable to all parties, I shan be glad to yield the floor for avail. 
tbe e\ening and resume at this point to-morrow morning. Civilization will endure. It will go forward. That is not the 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. chief concem of mankind. It is an e ta.bli hed fact. It i. the 
The bill (H. R. 9527) to amend section 5136, Revised Statutes great reality. 'l'he question which concerns the thought of the 

of the United States, relating to corporate powers of associa- worltl is whether we shall en.Jore; whether we shall carry for
tions, so as . to provide succession thereof until dissolved, and ward civilization. Education is for the purpose of teaching men 
to appJy aid section as .0 amended to all national banking to know their true comlition. to under tn.nd what freedom is 
associations, was read twice by its title and referred to the and with what price it must be bo11ght, and to comprehend the 
Committee on Banking- and Currency. meaning of civilization. 

The peculiar meaning of America is faith. Faith in the first 
.A.DDRESS BY 'THE VICE PRESIDEr T. 

l\fr. RAWSON. l\1r. Pre iclent, I ask unanimous consent that 
an address delivered by the Vice President before the General 
Board of Ed:iication of the Presbyterian Church at Des Moines, 

place in an eternal purpose. Faith in the second place in man
kind. There . are tho e who doubt the stability of republican 
in titutions. There are those "·ho question the ability of a people 
long to maintain a democracy. There are those who are not 
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convinced that the world is making any real progress. They 
point to the rise and fall of nations, to the slender margin 
which exists between order and 8.Illlrchy, and to the imperfec
tion"' of goYernment and society which everywhere abound. 
They point to the intelligence and enlightenment of the past. 
We know that Democritus bad a conception of the modern 
'atomic theory, that Empedocles crudely stated the doctrine of 
e\olution, that the art, the literature, the high ideals, the native 
ability, the actual accomplishments of the ancients have not 
b en, and so far as we can judge will not be exceeded in kind in 
any human experience. But it is not very disturbin'g to think 
tlrnt an eternal purpose had made some progres before yester
day. The promi e of it i that what man has done, mankind 
cnn do. The progress of the race doe not lie merely in the 
intelligence, philosophy, or the art of a few, but in their pos
se-~~ion by the many, in their general uccepta.nce. America lays 
no claim to the discoYery of the theory of freedom, or self
gowrnrnent. Its glory lies in the ability of its people to put 
tho e theories into practice, not merely the power to state them, 
bnt the capacity to li"rn up to them. 

There can be no cli cu .. sion: of the basic theory of American 
institution which doe not leacl to a statement of religious be
lief.. GoYernment is the attempt on the part of mankind to 
adjust tbemsel~es to their true relation~hip. The whole of his
tory is strewn with efforts to build on the theory of class and 
caste, of superior and inferior, of master and slave. 

The teachings of religion and the philosophy of thinking 
men both resi, ted this theory of human relationship. Men 
couhl not acknowledge the common bond · of brotherhood, the 
common source of tbeir being, and long resist the inevitable 
conclusion of a common equality of rights. But while such a 
conclusion might be acknowledged in theory, the custom and 
trnclition of the Olcl World. the habits and long-e tablished in
stitution of its people, made an ulmo t impossible barrier to 
its realization. There were wide economic differences so mani
·fe. t to the ern~es that it was almost impossible to di cern the. 
spiritual equallties. It was in the New World that these eco
nomic differences had a great tendency to disappear. Under 
the power which existed to have land merely for the taking, 
tltt:> old differences in possessionR began to disappear and tllere 
wn.' a sufficient reenforcement for the theory of equality and 
frt>edom to make their practical applicution possible. Under 
the stimulation of early eighteenth-century speculution nbout 
the theory of go>ernment and under the inspiration of the teach
ings of religion, men laid down and adopted tho e ba ic princi
pleR which are set out in our Declaration of Independence and 
e~tnblished in our constitutions and laws. The inalienable 
right of ruan to life and liberty, and to be protected in the enjoy
mem of the reward of his own indu try, which are represented 
by his property, have been much thought on and much discu sed 
since that day. 

')'hey all have their source in religion. The right of man, as 
mnu, the rtignity of the Ldividnal, find their justification in 
that onrce alone. WheneYer its teachings were fully arlmitJ 
ted the regt followed as a matter of course. It was religion 
tho t came fir t, then the establishment of free go,·ernment. 
w·ith tbe.e there came the opportunity for general education, 
for a broader service by the institutions of higher learning., 
which ushered in the age of science, resulting in the great ma
terial prosperity which went on increasing up to tbe outbreak 
of the Great War. 

These were the institutions which Americans built up and 
supported out of their faith in an eternal purpose and out of 
their faith in mankinrl. No one would claim that they ha'e yet 
been brou~ht into perfection. No one would claim that the laws 
applicable to a wi e and just administration of the more and 
more intricate relationships under which we live have yet all 
been di. covered. No one would claim that there is, or yet can 
be .. uch an administration of laws, such an obRervance of con
stitutions, as to protect the individual absolutely in all hi ac
knowledged rights. l\Ien are finite. They are subject to the 
limitations of space and time. Invention ll.Ild cience are hring
ing them new power.·, but everyone realizes that perfection lies 
far uwuy in the distance. 

But the fact that there is evil abroad, that there nre tl10se who 
_nr bent on wickedness and U1at their efforts oftentimes pre
"fail. that there are limitations, is no reason for losing faith in 
the right. The fact that obligations may be disregarded, that 
pledge may be broken, is no reason for losing faith in honor 
and integtity. There are tho e who argue that if government 
has sometimes been a means of oppression, therefore govern
ment shoUlrl be abolished: that if property has sometimes made 
it~ po. ~e, sor selfish and cruel, therefor property should be 
nbolisherl. They argue, perhaps unconsciously, that if power 
Jrn. been mis11 ed by .,ome, power therefore should be abolished. 
The plain fact is that power can not be abolished, nor can gov-

ernment and property, which are a species of power. Wberever 
ma.!lkind exists these exist. Our only remedy is to regulate 
their used and strengthen the disposition to employ them all, 
not for oppression but for service. 

This is but stating the condition into which mll.Ilkind is born. 
This is but recognizing those restraints which are created by 
his very existence. We do not live in a.n imaginary life. We 
live in a real life. The individual may occasionally and tempo
rarily secure an advantage for which he has made no return, 
but this is always impossible for society. Whatever it has it 
must create itself. It iS an entire delusion to look for a state 
of freedom, a system of government, an economic organizatiou, 
under which society can be relieved from the necessity of effort. 
To be the beneficiaries of civilization is not easy but hard. 
Those who promise an existence of ease are not raising man
kind up; they are pulling them down. The greater freedom 
that men acquire the better government they maintain, the 
higher economic condition they reach the more difficult, the more 
laborious, must be their lot. It is not a life of ease that will 
ever attract men, but the possession of power which comes from 
achievement and the po session of character which is the result · 
of sustained effort in well-being. 

There are oftentimes very grea.t misapprehensions over the 
apparent conflict between a desire for freedom and the au
thority of the Government. Perhaps the confusion arises in 
part from the perfectly correct a sertion that we live under a 
free government. Our Government derives its power from tbe 
consent of the people. Its authority is their authority. They 
have established it. Its laws are made in accordance with the 
expression of their will. But it is none the less a. government, 
and its authority is none the less abiding. In obeying it men do 
not surrender their liberty to it, but in establishing it they pro
"9"ide the only source and guaranty that there are for their 
liberty. 

When the power of the Government ceases, or even when it 
be put in jeopardy, liberty ceases with it. Those who want 
their liberty to remain should support the Government as its 
only source and guaranty, It is only those who are wllling to 
be pillaged, to see their property destroyed and their life en-· 
dangered, who hould withdraw their support fTom organized 
government. Liberty is purchased with liberty. There is no 
choice for those who de ire liberty except to go on making 
such contributions, performing such services, and rendering 
such obedience to the Government as will be sufficient for its 
snpport. 

There is a misapprehension which is very analogous in regard 
to our economic relationship. When our institutions were 
adopted the people were much nearer a plane of social and 
economic equality than they are at the present day. The popu
lation was for the most part rural und agricultural. They we-re 
employed in those occupations which could be conducted en
tirely by one indtridual. This gave the utmost freedom of 
action in relation to the privilege of the individual to pursue 
or change his occupation at will with little or no effect upon 
others. Gradually this condition hus changed. The factory 
system has bren adopted, with its attendant diviSion of labor. 
Hours have been shortened, wage greatly increased, so that 
the returns from the effort expended have grown to be very 
much larger. But freedom of action bas been very much 
diminished to secure thi result, and the duty toward others 
llas been very much emphasized. It has been stated that there 
must be something wrong when those who make cloth want 
for clothing and those who make shoes are not well shod. 
The answer to that specific complaint is that al.mo t no indi
vidual makes shoe or cloth at the present time. They only 
perform one of the greu t number of proces es in the making of 
shoes and cloth. 

There is no individual in our modern indu trial life who 
produces all the different articles which he u es. But by means 
of the division of labor. by means of organization, the aggregate 
of production has increased manyfold. There is much more 
property, much more wealth, much more comfort, and much 
more leisure, but a certain kind of independence is gone. 

The new duties which this condition imposes have not yet 
been fully realized. Large bodies of men are trained to per
form special tasks. Each body profits through the performance 
of the others. There is a tacit and implied understanding, a 
mor:il obligation, that each shall perform their part, because 
each receives the benefits which accrue from others doing their 
part. So long as the others perform their part of the common 
serrices which are required, there is a growing feeling that it is 
an economic wrong for one body to tail to perform its services. 
This is e peeially trae in the so-called key industries, which 
furnish transportation. food, heat, light, water, 8.lld other 
prime necessities. Society bas not yet discovered any 
adequate remedy for such a situation. Perhaps the most 
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suitable relief will result from an aroused public opunon, 
which will insist that when a condition of this kind arises our 
whole economic system shall not be thrown into disorder, but 
that some tribunal may be established with authority to ascer
tain the facts, fix the blame, and determine what is necessary 
to provide justice. However that may be, it is now perfectly 
apparent that to attain modern industrial power there has 
been an exchange of much of tbe freedom of the individual. 

This modern industrial organization is analogous to the 
feudalism of the l\liddle Ages. Then the individual, in order 
that he might have security' and the assurance of an adequate 
force to protect him from aggression or destruction, swore 
fealty to his lord. He became his man. He gave up his liberty 
for safety. The modern individual takes a pledge of fealty 
to his occupation, his brotherhood, his trade-union. He, too, 
urrenders a ·portion of his freedom of action in return for a 

certain protection and security. It was the influence of religion, 
acting through the avenue of public opinion, which broke the 
artificial condition of feudalism. It is to the same source, to 
the same power of human conscience, that we must look to 
purge away what is artificial and unreal in our modern indus
trial life, that there may be recognized the existence of a real 
equality and that a just honor may come to all through the 
performance of real service. 

It does not seem probable that there lies within the power 
of legislation, the power of government action, any real remedy 
for these conditions. Public authority may investigate, it may 
advise, but the economic relationship is to such a great degree 
voluntary, and must be voluntary, that it can not be conducted 
under any coercive authority. Almost the whole effect of legis
lation up to the pre ent time ha been not to provide restraints 
but to enlarge the freedom of action. It has sought to prevent 
society from assuming any rigid form. It bas discouraged 
all conditions which tend to create favored classes and special 
privileges. But the law alone can not establish standards; 
that must be done by the people themselves. If all honor is 
to be given to wealth and place, there is bound to be an unend
ing clash of interests. But if service be made the standard ; 

·if men are judged not by what they have but by what they 
are; if they will cease putting all the emphasis on what they 
are going to get and more of it on what they ought to do ; if 
they will refrain from giving their entire attention to the mate
rial side of life and live more in accord with their intellectual, 
social, and moral nature; if they will apply the teachings of 
religion, the di cord and discontent will giv~ place to harmony. 
No one has ever propo ed any other practical remedy. 

Another element, without which modern civilization could 
neither exist nor increase, is those accumulations resulting 
from the industry of the people, which we call capital. It very 
closely represents the dominion which man holds o>er nature. 
'Vithout t:!apital he falls back to the material and economic 
condition of the savage. With 1t he furnishes himself with 
transportation by land and sea, build industrial plants wit]} 
which to furnish the neces aries and com·eniences of life, con
structs buildings and public works, provides a tore of mer
chandise, extends credit for the financing of agricultural and 
commercial operations, and builds up the surplus out of which 
to supply the needs of an enlarging population and to improve 
the condition of all the people by increasing their power of 
production. The want and di tress of the people of the Old 
World at the present time result from the great destruction of 
capital which they have recently uffered. Their condition bas 
an effect even here, but our own supply of capital, our own 
exemption from being required to make a like sacrifice, is the 
source of our comparatively great prosperity. 

No one would claim that there have not been many abuses 
of the power "\Yhich the pos ession of capital brings, but here 
again a suggestion of abolishing it is only a suggestion to de
stroy the power which supports the advance of civilization. 
The law can not always regulate it. It can do little toward 
supplying it. It is another of those requirements which must 
be met by the people themselve . Government supervi ion can 
help, but it can help only in conjunction with a righteous public 
sentiment and that determination which has its ource in the 
religious convictions ·to u e capital to promote the welfare of 
mankind. 

But civilization bas come to comprehend more than those 
domestic relationships which are represented in the political 
and economic life of a people. There is a relationship among 
nations toward which the world bas recently been turning much 
thought and much attention. 

This is a new avenue for the American mind to travel. Our 
natural seclusion, our predominance over all surrounding na
tions, our ancient traditional policy of refraining from all inter
feren<'e ·in the political affairs of others have all contributed to 
our disregard of any but our own local interests. ' The results 

of the last five years have projected us out into the world where, 
whether we will or no, we find that we have international duties 
to perform, both for the promotion of our own welfare, the pro
tection of our own ).·ights, and to discharge our obligations to 
humanity. 

We have not sought to meet these requirements by diminishing 
our national spirit, but rather by increasing it. We have not 
been willing to compromise our independence, but have rather 
sought to strengthen it. At the same time we have recog11ized 
that as there comes an increased power for the proruotiou of 
our domestic welfare through the cooperation and organization 
of the individual, so there is created a more stable condition 
among nations and . there comes a release from the necessity of 
defensive operations through mutual agreement and more cor
dial .understandings. We have recently adopted the policy c;f 
seekmg to prevent wars, not as in the past by a reliance upon 
great compE>titive armaments but by removing the causes of 
war through mutual adjustments and concessions based on the 
requirements of justice. For the first time in all history the 
great powers have agreed on a limitation of naval armaments. 
Not on their abolition, for the world mu t not be left defense
]ess against the power of evil, but on their immediate decnmse 
and their future restriction. This was not accomplished by 
force or coercion, but under the leadership of America by au 
appeal to the a wakened conscience of the world. 

Through all these efforts of mankind to comply with the re
quirements of civilization there runs the Christian spirit of 
sacrifice. l\Ien are discontented, they are engaged in industrjal 
strife, they defy the ·Government at home and abroad bPcause 
they refuse to make sacrifices which are sufficient to meet pres
ent world disorders. 

Our Government is supported by sacrifice, by obedience to 
the authorized expression of the public will. Through that 
sacrifice men gain a greater power and a larger liberty. When 
an indi>idual becomes a citizen, he takes on a new dignity, a 
higher nobility. 1\!en reach their highest degree of economic 
prosperity through the same process. It is only throu2:h the 
devotion of their resources, their strength, and their intelli
gence to the organized effort of production for the benefit of 
others that they increase their own rewards. When the indi
vidual becomes a workman, he comes into the possession of a 
greater estate. 

'Vhat is true of individuals has its counterpart in nations. 
No country ever remained great through war and pillage. 
Despotism always destroys itself. Imperialism always defeats 
itself. It is only when the nations respect the rights of each 
other by obedience to a common law, it is only when they toil 
and spin for each other and extend toward each other the hand 
of 'friend hip and of charity, that they acquire a true ov
ereignty. 

This is the American faith. It represents a higher and 
nobler conception of mankind than that which has been de
veloped under any other institutions. Believing that the people 
have the power to respond to all the great obligation nece ary 
to support our more and more intricate civilization, it has 
dared to call on them to respond. It has intrusted to them 
the keeping of their own welfare, conYinced that, if . elf
government can not be maintained, then no government can 
be maintained. It has given them jurisdiction over their own 
property and o er the property of each other in the knowledge 
that, if they can not protect property, then it can have no pro
tection. The people have never wavered in their response to 
this high calling. 

Those who came bearing this faith knew that the way to free
dom lay through a knowledge of the truth. They put their 
reliance in religion and education. They established their church 
and then established their college. Always their purpose was 
to provide inspired and learned men to lead Jn the religious and 
political life of the community. They put their tn; ; in piety. 
To them intelligence and disbelie:. would have been a contraclic· 
tion in terms. 

These were the men and the methods which laid the founda
tions of American institutions. If those institutions are to 
stand, they must rest on these foundations. There are, and 
can 'Qe, no others. When ways are clear, when skies are fair, 
no nation can travel far with no motive save an appeal to ma
terial gain. ·But when that fails, as it often doe , there must 
be a reliance on higher ideals. The source of such ideals lies 
in religion and education . . They do not fail. They are eternal. 

There mu t be an increasing upport for our higher institu
tions of learning. They are not tl1e apex of our system of edu
cation; they are its base. All the people look up to their influ
ence and their inspiration. They must be under the guidance 
of men of piety and men of an open mind. They must continue 
their indispensable service to the cause of fr~dom by bringing 
all the people unto a knowledge of the truth. 
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There mu t be an increasing reliance- upon rellgian. It is 
the source of all faith. It is the evidence of the et~ pur
pose and of the true power, the true- nobilltyi ot mankind. It 
gives a divine sanction toi the" autho.rity of righteous govern
ment, to faithful service through economic relationship, and 
to the peaceful covenants of international understandin·g. It 
represents the only hope of the world, the only motive by 
which mankind can bear the burdens of civilization. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

1\1r. 1\lcCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
eon ideration of executive busineSS'. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After- five- minutes spent 
iii executive session the doors were reopened; and (at 10 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate, under _the order pre_yiousiy 
eQtered, took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday, May 2o, 1922, 
at 11 o'clock a. m. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exec-uti'l:e nominations confirmed by. the Senate JJ.1ay 24 (legi.sla

ti.ve day of April 22), 1922. 
ENvo.Y ExTRAORDINARY Al\--r> 1\1ImsTER PLwsIPOTEN"TIA.RY. · 

Arthur H. Gei sler to be envoy extrRordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Guatemala. 

DIRECTOR OF 'VA:& FINA~CE COI~PORATION. 
Dwight Davis to be Director of the War Finan~e Corporation 

for a term of four years. 
APPUISER. OF MER CHA~ ~msE. 

George M. Jameson to be appraiser· o! merchandise, customs 
collection district No. 12, PittsbUl'gh, Pa:. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Thomas Williamson to b.e United States attorney~ southern 
di "tric of Tilinois. 

A. V. McLane to be United States attorney, middle district of 
Tennessee. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

John D. Beuret to be chief construetor and Chief of the Bu
reau of Construction and Repair. 

TO BE COMMANDERS. 

Claude B. J\;fayo. 
Henry K. Hewitt. 
Felix X. Gygax. 

TO BE LIEUTENANT COMMAJ.l\DERS. 

Ernest J. Blankenship. 
Alfred Y. Lanphier. 
Oliver M. Read, jr. 

TO BE LIEUTENL~TS. 

John A. Terhune. 
Leonard Doughty, jr. 

Willis· 1\1. Percifield. 
Carl K. Martin. 

TO BE LIEUTENANTS (J1Jl\"IOD GRADE ) . 

Willis M. Percifield. Charles- E. Coney. 
John B. Cooke. Alonzo B. Alexander. 
Julian B. Noble. 

TO BE MEDICAL IN SPECTOR. 

Charles E. Ryder. 
TO BE PASSED -ASSISTANT SURGEONS. 

Frederic L. Conklin. 
James Humbert. 

Harry T. Sandlin. 
Stanley :M. l\Iathes. 
John D. P. Hodapp. 

TO BE PAYMASTERS. 

Arthur H. Eddins. 
Charles C. Copp. 

TO BE PASSED ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS. 

Charles G. Holland. 
John 0. Wood. 
William A. Best. 

TO BE NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS. 

Walter W. Webster. 
Beirne S. Bullard. 
Ernest L. Patch. 

T<» BE CHIEY MACHINISTS. 

George J. Blessing. John 0. Richards. 
Bennett M. Proctor. William W. Wilkins. 
Chauncey R. Doll. Benjamin F. Maddox. 
Carl S. Chapman. Frank. W. Ynrasko. 
Andrew- 0. Skinner. John J. Enders. 

MARINE CORPS. 

Rlchsrd M. Cutts to be colonel. 
Harry G. Bartlett to be major. 
Frank P. Show to be first lieutenant. 

PosTMIASTEBs. 
CALIFORNIA., 

Stella L. Vincent, Carmel. 
Rexford E. Morton, Dyerville. 

COLoR'.:U>O. 
Anna Bogue, Basalt. 

GEORGI!... 

Marion W. Hudson, Dallas. 
Julius Peacock, Vidalia. 

IOWA.. 

Oswell Z. Wellman, Arlington. 
Homer G. Games, Calamus. 
Raymond W. Ellis, Norwalk. 

XANSA.S: 

Benson L. Mickel, Soldier-. 
Victor E. Green, De Ridder. 
Charles DeBlieux, Natchitoclles. 

MARYLAND. 

Hattie B. H. Moore, Marydel. 
Ernest G. Willard, Poolesville. 

MICHIGAN. 

Selma O'Neill, Rockford. 
Walter H. Nesbitt, Schoolcraft. 
George K. Hoyt, Suttons Bay. 

MINNESOTA.. 

Ernest W. Nobb , Bellingham. 
George P. Dicltj.nJiOn, Excelsior. 

llISSO.l.'RI. 

Nelle Tomlinson, Morley. 
Philip G. Wild, Spickard. 

NEBR.ASK..\.. 

James E. Schoonover, Auroi:a. 
Carroll C. Colbert, Wauneta. 

NEW JERSEY. 

SeJ.ina L. Caruth, East Paterson. 
William J. Caswell, Washington. 

NEW YORK. 

1\1. Elizabeth Corey, Cutchogue. 
Frank D~ Gardner, De Ruyter. 
John C. Jubin, Lake Placid Club.. 
John F. Joslin, Voorheesville. 

OHIO. 

Edgar L. Taylor, Crooks-ville. 
Clara J. MitchelI, Mount Pleasant. 
Leonidas A. Smith, Ridgeway. 

RHODE ISLA "D. 

Jonathan Bateman, Manville. 
SOUTH DA.KO.TA. 

Robert C. Gibson, Geddes. 
~heresa R. Zimmerman, l\lontrose. 

TENNESSEE. 

Clarence L. Shoffner, Shelbyville. 
VffiGINI.A. 

Milton S. Roberts, Faber. 
J" essie R. Haven, Greenwood. 

WYOYISG. 

Ellen L. George, Superior. 

• 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 134, 19£B. 

• 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery,. D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 

O eternal God, in mute nece ity our hearts go out after Thee. 
We make< grateful mention of Thy goodness, we recall Tl1y 
bourulless mercies, and we would meditate upon Thy provi
dences. Thy love still passes all under tanding and Thy riches 
are still unsearchable. Deepen in us, the currents of reflection 
and gh:ei us,. wise insight into all problems of legi~lation. Ele
vaite our wh.Gle natrnes and brin~ them to the highest point of 

· efficiency. wo1·k in' us a spl.endi-d' discontenf and gi e us the
reach of larger growth Ind broader attainment. Let the sun 
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of righteousness and peace fall upon the hills and the valleys of 
our country. May God's good angels brood above our hearth
stones and fold all hearts in the calm and true embrace of 
love. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

BRIDGES ACROSS ROCK RIVER AND FOX RIVER, ILL. 

l\lr. FULLER. l\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for one minute. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
c®sent to address the House for one minute. Is there ob:
jection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FULLER. l\Ir. Speaker, in my district there are two 

bridges that have become ·dangerous, and new bridges must 
be built. The authorities there are now held up awaiting the 
consent of Congress to build those bridges. The bills have been 
reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
and approved by the War Department. The authorities are 
now waiting for this consent before they can build these bridges, 
so that it is an emergency case. I ask unanimous consent--

Mr. GARNER. l\fr. Speaker, I do not know what the purpose 
of the gentleman is, but this side of the House can not hear a 
word of what he says. If his purpose is to inform the House, 
he is not doing so. 

1\lr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, an emergency exists for the 
building of two bridges across so-called navigable streams in 
my district. They are not navigable. The authorities are now 
waiting before they let the contracts until they can obtain the 
consent of Congress. The bills have been approved by the War 
Department and favorably reported by the Committee on In
ter tate and Foreign Commerce. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of H. R. 11408 and H. R. 11409. 

Mr. RAYBURN. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentle!llan from Illinois asks unani

mous consent for the present consideration of two bills, H. R. 
11408 and 11409. The Clerk will report the :first one. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 11408) granting the consent of Congress to the county 

of Winnebago and the town of Rockton, in said county, in the State of 
Illinois, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Rock River, in said town of Rockton. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\1r. RAYBURN. Reserving the right to object, l\fr. Speaker, 

'vhat very urgent necessity is there at this time about the im
mediate passage of these bills? 

l\fr. FULLER. The pre ent bridge has become dangerous and 
has been condemned. The authorities did not know that it was 
necessary to obtain the consent of Congress until they pre ented 
the plans to the State department of public works for ap
proval. The matter is now held up, and they are unable to 
let the contract until they get the consent of Congress. It is 
an emergency case, and of pressing importance. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 

to the cotmty of Winnebago and the town of Rockton, in said county, 
in the State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Rock River, in said town of Rockton, 
co1mty of Winnebago, and State of Illinois, in accordance with the pro
vi ions of the act entitled "An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges ove1· navigable waters,'' approvf'd March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

• With a committee amendment as follows: 
Page 1, line 6, after the word " River,'' insert "at a point suitable to 

the interests of navigation." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the cvm
mittee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is . on the engl'm;sment and 

third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous C')llSent for the 

present consideration of the other bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks nnani

mous consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 
11409, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
A blll (H. R. 11409) granting the consent of Congress to the city of 

Ottawa and the county of La Salle, in the State of Illinois, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Fox 
Riv ex. 

• 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consiuera-
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 

the city ot Ottawa and the county of La Salle, in the State of Illinois, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the Fox River on Main Street, in the said city of Ottawa, in 
accordance with the provisions of an act entitled "An act to regulate 
the construction of bridges over navigable water," approved March 23, 
1906. 
. SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

With committee amendments, as follows: 
Pa.ge 1, line 5, after the word "Illinois," insert "their successors 

and assigns." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the comm!t· 
tee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreeu to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next committee 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 1, line 7, strike out -the word "on" and insert "at a point 

suitable to the interests of navigation at or near." 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit

tee amendment. 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next committee 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 2, line 1, strike out the word "water" and insert in lieu 

thereof the word "waters.". 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit

tee amendment. 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment anu 

third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. FuLLER, a motion to reconsider the Jast 

two votes was laid on the table. · 
BUSINESS FRO~! THE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from 
the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York present<; a 
privileged report fTom the Committee on Rules, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House Resolution 352 (Rept. No. 1028). 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution the Committee 
on Agriculture shall have three legislative days prior to June 10, 1922, 
for the consideration of bills reported by that committee now on the 
House or Union calendars, this rule not to interfere with privileged 
business. · 

l\Ir. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum pre ent. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes 
the point of order that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves a cal] 

of the House. 
A call of the House was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 

Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will 
call the roll. · 

The Clerk called the roll, and tbe following Members failed 
to answer to their names : 
Ackerman 
Atkeson 
BRl'kley 
Beck 
Benham 
Bland, Va. 
Boies 
Brand 
Britten 
Brooks, Pa. 
Burke 
Can trill 
Chandler, N. Y. 
Chandler, Okla. 
Clark, Fla. 
Classon 
Cockran 
Cole, Iowa 
Collins 
Connolly, Pa. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Copley 
Coughlin 
Crago 
Cram ton 

Cullen 
Curry 
Dale 
Davis, Minn. 
Dempsey 
Dickinson 
Drane 
Drewry 
Driver 
Dunbar 
Dupre 
Edmonds 
Ellis 
Elvans 
Fenn 
Fess 
Fields 
Fish 
Fitzgerald 
Focht 
Fordney 
Free 
French 
Frothingham 
<J:allivan 

Garrett, Tenn. 
Goodykoontz 
Gould 
Graham, Ill. 
Graham, Pa. 
Green, Iowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Griffin 
Himes 
Hudspeth 
Ilukriede 
Ireland 
Jefferis, Nebr. 
Jeffers, Ala. 
Johnson, S. Dak. 
Johnson, Wash. 
Jones, Pa. 
Kelley, l\lich. 
Kendall 
Kennedy 
Ketcham 
Kindred 
King 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin 

Kleczka 
Kline, N. Y. 
Knight 
Kraus 
Kunz 
Langley 
Larson, Minn. 
Layton 
Linthlcum 
McArthur 
McClintic 
McCormick 
Mcl!'adden 
McPherson 
Maloney 
Mann 
Michaelsoa 
Mills 
Moore,. Ill. 
Morin 
Mott 
Mudd 
Nelson, Me. 
Nelson, A. P. 
Nelson, J. M. 
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O'Connor Rol.lsion Speaks 
Olpp Rodenberg Stafford 
Osborne Rogers Stiness 
Paige Rouse Stoll 
Patterson, N. J. Sanders, Ind. Strong, Pa. 
Petersen Sanders, N. Y. Sullivan 
Rainey, Ala. Sea1·s Sweet 
Rainey, Ill. Shaw Tague 
Reavis Slemp Taylor, Ark. 
Reber Smith, Mich. Taylor, Colo. 
Rhodes Smithwick Taylor, Tenn. 
Riord3 n Snyder Tilson 

Tinkham 
Treadway 
Upshaw 
Vaile 
Vare 
Ward, N. C. 
Wason 
Wood, Ind. 
Yates 
Zihlman 

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 285 Members have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

1\lr. SNELL. 1\1r. Speaker, I move to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. 
1\lr. SNELL. 1\1r. Speaker, I ask tmanimous consent that 

the rule may be reported again. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the rule will be again 

reported. 
The Clerk read the rule again. 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, it was the intention to arrange 

for three legislative days in which it should be in order for the 
cluurman of the Committee on Agriculture to call up for con
sideration any one of the bills that that committee now bas on 
the House or Union Calendar. It is not intended that this reso
lution will in any way interfere with privileged business or 
rerular calendar days, nor is it intended that these legislative 
days must necessarily be successive ones. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. GARNER. Has the gentleman a list of the bills in the 

order in which the Committee on Agriculture contemplates 
calling them up? 

Mr. SNELL. I could not give the gentleman that information. 
I understand it is the intention of the chairman of the Com
mittee on Agriculture to call up first the filled milk bill. 
Further than that I have not been informed. 

:Mr. GARNER. I wonder if the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HAUGEN], chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, will ac
commodate the House with a list of the bills that be proposes 
to call up, in tl1e order in which he proposes to call them? 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is for the House to determine, but if 
the bills are called up in the order reported by the committee, 
and as they appear on the calendar, the first bill will be the 
so-called filled milk bill; the next, the bill to establish grades 
for spring wheat; the next, the Ward sugar resolution; the next, 
a Senate bill defining crop failures; the next, the DeRonde sugar 
claim; the next. an amendment to the cotton futures act, pro
viding a grade for American-Egyptian cotton ; the next, the Deni
son Mississippi River flood relief bill ; the next, the bill prohibit
ing the importation of honey bees; and the next, the migratory 
bird and public shooting ground bill. 

Mr GARNER. Is that the order in which the gentleman 
proposes to call them up? 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is the order in which they were re
ported and appear on the calendar. 

l\Ir. GARNER. I want to know what the gentleman proposes 
to do about calling them up? 

l\1r. HAUGEN. The committee has instructed the chairman 
to do certain things. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman mind telling us what 
those are? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Unless otherwise ordered, the first would be 
the milk bill, next the grades of spring wheat, and next the 
Ward sugar resolution. 

Mr. GARNER. Is that just as they are on the calendar? 
Mr. HAUGEN. Just as they were reported. 
Mr. GARNER. Was that order issued by the committee when 

the whole membership of the committee was present, or was 
that an arrangement made by the gentleman and bis side of 
the House alone? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The order of the committee was either. to ask 
for a special rule, or that the chairman should avail himself or 
the privileges under the rules to expedite the business. 

Mr, GARNER. But the last statement that the gentleman 
made was that the committee ordered him to do certain things. 
Was that in the whole committee when the entire membership 
was present, or was it a partisan matter? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It was in the committee, a quorum present. 
Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAUGEN. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. ASWELL. The action of the committee did not specify 

any except three things. 

l..XTT- 478 

Mr. HAUGEN. The action taken by the committee was, 
first, to report the filled milk bill, with authority to call it up in 
the House, and later requested a special ).'ule on it. The next 
bill reported was the bill proposing grades for spring wheat, 
which carried with it authority to call it up at any time urnler 
the rules; and the next bill reported was the Ward sugar resolu
tion on \\hich the committee later requested a rule. I am stat
ing 'the bills exactly in the order reported and the authority 
carried with the motion to report the bills. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of ::\Iichigan. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. HAUGEN. Yes. 
l\Ir. McLAtJGHLIN of Michigan. Several of the members of 

the Committee on Agriculture appeared before the Committee on 
Rules and asked for special rules for the consideration of the. 
Voigt filled milk bill and for the consideration of two of the sugar 
claims, so called. They made no request for any special time 
for the consideration of any other measures. The Committee 
on Rules found some difficulty in providing special rules for the 
particular kind of legislation brought to their attention by the 
Committee on Agriculture, and decided that instead of granting 
rules for the consideratio-a of those three propositions, three days 
should be given by the House to the consideration of matters 
brought up by the Committee on Agriculture, with the express 
understanding-I say understanding-it was clearly intended 
by those who asked for the special time that the time should 
be given to the consideration of the Voigt bill and the two sugar 
cl~ims. Now, the bringing in of these other matters, some of 
them important but none of them pressing, will result in delaying 
some of these matters, the early consideration of which was in
sisted on by the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. KIKCHELOE. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. McLAUGHLIN of l\Iichigan. Yes. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. Does not the gentleman think that the 

bills of a public nature ought to have precedence over private 
claims? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Mic11igan. Oh, it depends on what 
those bills of a public nature are and the question of the uis
position of the House later to consider them. The three bills 
I speak of must be considered now, and an attempt is being 
made to delay their consideration, with the idea that they will 
not later be considered at all. I object to the order in which 
these bills are to be presented to the House by the chairman 
of the committee. It is contrary to the spirit of the Committee 
on Agriculture and the idea they bad in mind when they asked 
for this special order. 

Mr. AS WELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I yield to the gentlemnn 

from Louisiana. 
l\Ir. ASWELL. Is it not a fact that the Committee on Agri

culture made no request for the consideration of any other 
measures except these three--the Voigt bill and the two sugar 
claims? 

Mr. McLAUGHLI~ of Michigan. That is correct. 
Mr. ASWELL. And the Committee on .Agriculture has not 

requested a rule on any other subject? . 
Mr. l\1cLA.UGHLIN of Michigan. That is correct. The 

three measures I spoke of are the only ones for which special 
rules were requested, and these three days should be devoted 
to those measures. The time ought not to be taken up by the 
consideration of other matters. 

Mr. WALSH. l\lay I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. l\IcLA.UGHLIN of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman 

from Massachusetts. 
l\fr. WALSH. Does the gentleman from Michigan say that 

the bill for grades of spring wheat was not included in its 
program? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. It was not included, al
though it had been favorably reported by the committee. Of 
course, it is expected that when a bill has been reported it will 
be presented by the chairman, but it was not one of those to be 
considered at this special time. 

Mr. SNELL. 1\lr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle
man from North Carolina [Mr. Pou). 

l\fr. POU. 1\1r. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. JoNES]. 

Mr. J01\1ES of Texas. Mr. 8peaker, this is a very peculiar 
rule, as some of you here have noticed. It is a rule to give 
the Agricultural Committee a " field day " lasting for three 
days. I do not know bow often a rule of this £haracter has 
been brought in, but in the limited time I have been in Con
gress I have known of but few. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JONES of Texas. Not now. 
Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. JOJ\""ES of Texas. I decline to yield. I do not know J l\Ir. JONES of Texas. The rule provides for the consideration 
bow often they bt'ing them in; of course it is perfectly legiti- of bills now on the Union Calendar. I just explained how an 
mate to bring them in, but it is an unsual method of bringing error was made in referring these bills ; but even now, if we 
matters before the House. I will tell you why, in my judgment, had them referred to the Private Calendar-if I made a motion 
it wa brought in. There are two or three sugar claims against after the committee gets charge of affairs in the House to 
the 'Cnited States Government that belong: on the Private Cal- transfer the bills to the Private Calendar, where they properly 
endar. 'The Rules Committee did not want to give a rule belong-under the wording of the rule, when it is once adopted, 
specifying these bills for consideration. So they gave us three these sugar claims, whicll involve several millions of dollars, 
days during which these ugar claims which are in the nature could be considered, even though they ought to be on the 
of priYatc claims may be brought up without it appearing in Private Calendar. 
the RECORD that they ordered these special matters to be brought l\fr. MOORE of Virginia. l\lr. Speaker, will the gentlemail 
up. That is why we have three days instead of having a special yield? 
rule designating the bills. Of course, no member of the Agri- Mr. JO"i\ES of Texas. Yes. 
culfm:al Committee can well afford to vote against giving his Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Can the gentleman explain to us 
own cormnittee the privilege of proceeding in the House for why we should be dealing with private bills under a special 
three day or five days or any other number of days, becau e rule, when there are rules that have been ordered by the Com
there are certain bills which are to be passed which are in the mittee on Rules that pertain to very important public matters 
interest of agriculture; but there are some Members who would which remain up to this time in the breast, or rather in the 
pass any kind of a rule which would make in order these breast pocket, of the cl1airman of the Committee o...i Rules? 
sugar claims. Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Does the gentleman ask me that 

The"'e bills, the Ward resolution, and others are for the question? 
relief of printte individuals. It is true they were referred to Mr. MOORE of Virginfa. No; I am asking the gentleman 
the "Lnion Calendar. They were thus referred because some from Texas [Mr. JoNES]. 
sJmilar bills a year or so ago were reported and went to the Mr. JONES of Texas. I do not know why that is so. It seems 
'Lnion Calendar. As they were worded at that time they were passing strange to me that when no one can cite an instance 
public in their nature. Then, of course, when they were rein- of where a rule was presented for the con icleration of private 
troduced, as they did not pass last year, the wording was claim , that committee should come in and camouflage the mat
changed ancl they were again referred to the Union Calendar. ter by reporting a rule giving the Committee on Agriculture 
Bnt no one ·who will study those bills will say that they are not three field days and then have tlle chairman of the Committee 
private bills. on ~\..griculture get up and say that they exp cted to bring up the 

One of them is for the American Trading Co. as a beneficiary ugar claims. Of course they do; but the ommittee on Rule· 
and for B. II. How 11 & Co. The rule says that the ciommittee apparently did not have the nerYe to report out a rule for the 
ball have the right to bring up and bring in tlle bills now on consideration of a public bill and then follow it with a special 

the Union or Hou ·e Calendar. If they were referred to the rule for the consideration of a private bill. However, with 
Prh-ate Calendar, \Yhere they belong, you coulu not keep them i-:ome knowledge of what the Committee on AO'riculture intended 
from being in here under this rule. .. Tow, Hinds' r1·ecedents, to do and what they expected to have done, the Committee on 
volume 7, page 879, sa~·s: Hules now reports out a rule which not only makes it possible 

.\. private bill is a bill for the relief of one or sev01·a1 specified per- to bring up these private claims, but they so word the rule that 
s<;>us. c<?rporations, instltu_tions, etc., and is disti?gu~sh\d. from a public when the Committee on Agriculture gets charge of matters in the 
bJIJ which re~ates ~o publlc. matters and deals with ~nd~v~duals only by House if some one trjes to have these bills referred to the clas e . A bill which apphes to a class and not to mdiv1duals as such . · . . 
i~ a public bill. A bill for the advantage of private individuals even in Private Calendar, they can still be considered. because the rule> 
connection with the public object has be<)n h·eated as a private bill. is f:O worded to inclnde bill · "now on the Union and House 

l\Iany rules have been pr~sented, but o far a I know these Calendars.'· They would still then be covered by the rule. 
rules have not girnn right of way to private bills, and I do I a. ·ert that the three-day proYision was an afterthought. I 
as. ert that there has never so far a I have been able to find a appeared before the committPe, n did a number of others, 111 
i:;pecial rule been giveu for a private bill. Has there? opposition to these sugar claims. Nobody before the Ilules Com-

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have no recollection of it, mittee said anything about a three-day rule. The House Com
but we have given three days or a week to the Military Com- mittee on Agriculture never requesterl a three-day rule. They 
mittee, the Committee on Banking and Currency, and other simp1y requested a special rule for the Voigt bill and a E>'Pecial 
committees to bring up such bills as were reported from their rule for the sugar clRimfl, and when it came up to the final test, 
committees. getting down to the cold steel of the proposition, the Committee 

Mr. JONES of Texas. That may be true, but ha the Rules on Rules said, "Nay, nay, we are not going to report a special 
Committee ever given a rule for the consideration of a private rule for a private claim, because somebody will raise the ques-
claim against the United States? tion that there are public bills that ought to be considered un-

1\Ir. CAMPBELL of Kansa . I have no recollection of any. der a special rule, and that we ought not to report a special rule 
Mr. JONES of Texas. Did not the Rules Committee ha...-e in for the consideration of private claim ." 

mind these sugar claims when they passed this general rule? l\fr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield five mJnutes to the gentleman 
1\lr. C~'1PBELL of Kansas. The committee knew that the :from Kentucky [Mr. KINCHELOE]. 

sugar bills were on the Union Calendar. Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the mem-
Mr. JONES of Texas. Did not the committee first haYe a bership of this House now that, in my judgment, if it had not 

special rule for the Voigt bill and then take it back? been for the activity of some very enthusiastic gentlemen for 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansa . I have no recollection of it. these sugar bills, there would not have been a rule reported to 
M:r. JOl\"ES of Texas. Did not they run against a snag when this House even for the Voigt bill. Here are two private claims, 

they came to the sugar claims and then take back the rule on on behalf of private individuals and corporations, where we are 
the Voigt bill? asked to appropriate over $3,500,000 out of the Treasury of the 

Mr. CAl\IPBELL of Kansas. No. They gave the corumittee United States to reimburse these people for some transactions 
three legislative days to consider all rueasures on the Union they entered into while profiteering in sugar all over the coun
Calendar. try was rampant. The Agricultural Committee, by a majority 

1\lr. JOl'.'ES of Texas. That is where the rub comes. The report, reported these sugar bills to the House, and by some un
information I received was that the Voigt bill wa first up and kno\Vn method they went on the Union Calendar and not on 
they had an application for a special rule on that. . the Private Calendar, where they belong. They could not show 

Tbey first considered reporting out the Voigt bill. After much speed there. I say to you that this Voigt bill is a public 
that they came to these sugar claims; and the question was bill and it is all right to consider it, but its consideration is a 
raised-and nobody can gainsay the fact-tlrnt, being for the secondary matter, so far as bringing out this rule is concerned. 
relief of priY"ate individuals, they are in the natme of private Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
claims. Some members of the Rules Committee told me-and Mr. KlNCHELOE. Yes. 
they were men who were well informed and good parliamen- Mr. BA.l\TKHEAD. How much is involved in these two sugar 
tarfans-that never in the history of Congress, so far as they claims? 
knew, had u special rule been reported for the consideration of Mr. KINCHELOE. About $3,500,000 in these, and about 
prirnte claims $750,000 in one that is now pending before the Committee on 

1\fr. CAMPBELL of Kan. as. Are there any bills covered by Agriculture. How many more there are I do not know. They 
this rule that are on the Private Calendar? got these bills on the Union Calendar, and then rushed to the 

l\fr.- JONE.' of Texas. That is where the trouble arises. The Rules Committee, and if I am not mistakenly informed the Coin-
rule is •ery artfully worded. mittee on Rules did agree to report the rule for the considera-

Mr. CAl\1:PBELL of Kansas. No; it is not artfully worded. tion of the Voigt bill, because it is a public bill, and then every 
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member of that committee knew that these two sugar claims 
ought to be on the Private Calendar, and every man in this 
Bouse knows it. How they got on the. Union Calendar, I do not 
know. 

The Rules Committee did not want to break a precedent. 
These bills are on the Union Calendar, and if they had been 
on the House Calendar that committee knew they had no right 
to report a rule for their consideration. But now they bring 
out a shotgun rule, wide open as a bootjack, and they give three 
field days, as the gentleman from Texas says, to the Commit
tee on Agriculture. What is on the calendar of a public nature? 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DENISON] came there with a 
bill asking for an appropriation of a million dollars to buy seed 
for the flood-stricken farmers of the Mississippi Valley, and it 
was reported out unanimously. It is on the calendar. You do 
not hear of any rule for that bill. The game-refuge bill is a 
bill of a public character and it is on the Union Calendar, 
where it belongs. The Committee on Rules is not anxious about 
that. Then there is the bee bill. Officials of the Agricultural 
Department testified before the committee that unless we 
stopped the importation of bees from Europe the bee industry 
of this country is likely to be destroyed by a peculiar disease. 
That bill is on the calendar. There is no effort to bring that up. 
It will not be brought up in these three days, because the sugar 
claims of private individuals have the board. Within the 
walls of this Capitol and House Office Building is the most 
gigantic lobby I have ever seen since I have been in Congress 
for the e sugar bills, and the flood-stricken farmers of the Mis
sissippi Valley must step back, because the Congress is going 
to take up these private bills. 

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Yes. 
Mr. BLAND of Indiana. I did not get the significance of 

the statement of the gentleman from Texas [l\Ir. JoNES] to the 
effect that if these bills were referred to the Private Calendar 
nevertheless this rule would permit their consideration. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. If these bills had not been placed on 
the Union Calendar-I want the gentleman from Kansas to 
hear me-the Committee on Rules would not have given the 
rule, because-

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. That is, if it wa referred in the 
House. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. I said that even if we sent the sugar 
bills to the Private Calendar, where they belong, after the rule 
is adopted, and the Agricultural Committee has charge of this 
matter, they would still have the right of way, because the 
rule says that bills now on the Union Calendar and House 
Calendar may be considered ; so after the adoption of the rule, 
even though they were transferred, they would still have the 
right of way under the rule. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. As the gentleman from · Texas says, the 
members of the Agricultural Committee are in an attitude where 
we can not afford to vote against this rule. 

l\lr. RUCKER. Why not? 
Mr. KINCHELOE. Because there are some bills of a public 

nature on the calendar that ought to be considered; that is the 
idea. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. WALSH. l\Ir. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman wm state it. 
Mr. WALSH. Does the adoption of this rule include the 

raising of the question of consideration against any bill that the 
Agricultural Committee brings up? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. I did not yield for a parliamentary in-

quiry. 
l\tr. WALSH. But the gentleman's time had expired. 
l\Ir. KINCHELOE. Has my time expired? 
The SPEA..h..."'"ER. It has. 
Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. LONDON. Can the rule be amended from the floor? 
The SPEAKER. It can, unless the previous question is or-

dered. 
l\1r. LO::N"DON. Would the inclusion of the . word "public" 

before the ''.-ord "bill" in the resolution meet the objection 
raised by Members? 

Mr. SNELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas--

Mr. RAYBURN. I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPE.AKEU. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. RAYBURN. At what time would it be proper to make 

a motion to refer back to the committee a bill that has been 
reported to the House by a committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentle
man's inquiry. 

Mr. RAYBURN. This bill here, of course, went to the Com
mittee on Agriculture improperly, because the only thing in 
the bill is that which denies the instrumentalities of interstate 
commerce to this produet. At what time would it be proper to 
make a motion to refer that to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce? 

The SPEAKER. To rerefer it? 
Mr. RAYBURN. Or refer it. 
The SPEAKER. At the proper time for a motion to com

mit, after the third reading of the bill, or in the morning imme
diately after the reading of the Journal. Those are the only 
times when the motion is in order. 

Mr. RAYBURN. That is the ruling of the Chair, that that is 
the only time it can be done? 

The SPEAKER. The status is this : When a bill has been 
referred to a committee, in the morning after. the reading of 
the Journal any gentleman authorized by the committee can 
move to rerefer, but after the committee has reported the bill 
that settles the question of jurisdiction, and it can then be 
made only after the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Would it not be proper when the bill is 
called up for consideration to make that motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 
Mr. SNELL. I maintain it is on tl1e proper calendar at the 

present time. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. TINCHER]. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr.' Speaker and gentlemen, I do not feel 
right in adopting this rule without making a suggestion. I 
want first the House to understand the sugar claim bills are not 
on any calendar and are not reported by the Agricultural Com
mittee by a unanimous report. There is a substantial minority, 
of which I am proud to be a member, opposed to those bills, 
but it is true that by a majority vote the Committee on Agri
culture instructed the chairman to ask for a special rule for 
the consideration of those bill . Mr. Vorn-r had had a vote of 
the committee instructing him to ask for a special rule for the 
consideration of the so-called filled milk bill. I appeared be
fore the Committee on Rules and protested against granting 
any special rule for the consideration of the sugar claims and 
we bad a hearing. Now, as far as the Voigt bill was concerned, 
I remember the exact situation that morning. There was a 
sentiment in the committee to grant a rule, which was presented 
by 1\Ir. HAUGEN, chairman o:( the committee, and there was no 
written rule introduced, and the matter stopped in that way. 
The proponents of the special rule for the consideration of the 
sugar claims took all of the time of the Committee on Rules 
that morning and I raised the question ; I wanted to be heard on 
the merits of whether a special rule should be granted, and 
made the point of order that the Committee on Rules should 
not consider the granting of any special rule for the considera
tion of those bills, because those bills were improperly assigned 
and they should be on the Private Calendar. I do not think 
anyone seriously will contend for a moment that they should 
not be on the Private Calendar. The Rules C-0mmittee-

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. TINCHER. I can not. The Rules Committee said that 

they would give us a chance to protest to the granting of ·a 
special rule to that effect, and one gentleman on the Democratic 
side of the House suggested . that as it was a matter of taking 
jurisdiction and an application for a special rule that the com
mittee should go into executive session. They did, and the 
next information I had was that the Rules Committee had by 
unanimous vote granted the Committee on Agriculture so many 
days, and I assumed that if the Committee on Agriculture bad 
so many days for the consideration of measures in this House 
that the chairman of that committee should be permitted under 
the ordinary procedure here to call up bills which are of public 
interest and should be considered. 

And if he does that, it will take more than three days for 
the consideration of the public bills. I want to say now that 
if the sugar claims come up, with this proposition to take 
money from the Public Treasury to pay the sugar dealers of 
the country, or to save them from loss, I :.;hall be found with 
those who are opposed to the claims, and fight them to the 
limit. [Applause.] 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Wyoming [Mr. Mo DELL]. 

Mr. l\IONDELL. l\fr. Speaker, I am unable to understand the 
attitude of some of the gentlemen on the minority sidE' touching 
this matter. The Committee on Rules, I understand, unani
mously reported a rule giving the Agricultural Committee thr~e 
days. During the discussion of the merits of such a rule cer
tain bills were referred to as bills that were likely to be brought 
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up. Now, some of the gentlemen on the minority side hove been 
trying for several days to create the impression that there was 
something wrong, something improper, in bringing to the atten
tion of the House bills regularly reported from the Agricultural 
Committee. NotwHhstanding what certain other gentlemen may 
think about it, I do not think there is any sort of question _ but 
that the Speaker was justified in making the reference he did 
of these bills, and I am quite sure that the members of the 
Agricultural Committee themselves would have complained if 
these bills had gone to the Claims Committee. They are not 
claims.• If they have merit it grows out of the fact that certain 
people acted as agents of the Government. I do not pretend to 
say whether they did or no. That is a matter for the House to 
determine when the evidence is pre ented_ But it is an ex
traordinary thing that whenever anyone proposes to consider 
legislation having anything to do with acts of or the obligation,s 
arising out of the acts of the former Democratic administration 
gentlemen on the• Democratic &ide protest. There is no sort of 
question but that the Department of Justice under the Wileou 
administration, the Depa.rtment of State under the Wilson 
administration, did acknowledge or refer to certain people as 
agents of the Govemment in the purchase of sugar. Your ad
ministration so acknowledged them. It is for the House to de
termine whether tbey were such and whether the!'e is an obliga
tion arising out of that fact. But your State Department offi
cials under their signatures so announced and acknowledged 
them. If what is proposed is fair and proper-and I do not 
now express any opinion in regard to them-it is because there 
is an obligation laid upon the Congre s by the acts of the former 
administration. 

One would judge from what you gentlemen say in regard to 
these matters that we are expected to turn our backs on any
thing and everything that has come to us from the former 
administration and to assume that it can not have any virtue 
because it did come from your administration. [Applause.] I 
am willing to admit that there is ground for argument along 
that line, but su far as we are concerned we are willing to give 
the former administration and its officials-they are the people 
whose case is presented here-opportunity to be heard. That 
is what these cases are. And I think it would be very proper 
to bring them up for consideration before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield fOr a question? 
l\1r. SNELL. I yield one more minute to the gentleman from 

Wyoming. 
1\ir. LONGWORTH. I simply, wanted to ask to what com

mittee these bills were referred in the Senate? They were 
treated as public measures, I am sm·e. 

l\1r. MONDELL. There is no manner of question but that 
they were treated as public measures. They involve the ques
tion of whether or no there is an obligation on the Government 
under one of its war laws. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expireo. 
Ur. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle-

man from North Carolina [Mr. Pou]. 
l\fr. POU. I yield one minute to the gentleman rrom New 

York [Mr. LONDON]. 
Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, to use the language of politics, 

there is too much "sugar" about this rule. The objection can 
be easily met by amending the rule by inserting the word "pub
lic " before the word " bills," so that the Agricultural Committee 
would be enabled to take up only public bills. It is natural 
that a Democrat should be suspicious of any war claim that 
is approved by the Republicans, because during the war all the 
Democrats could possibly do would be to make themselves gmlty 
of petty larceny, while the grand larceny was committed by the 
Republicans. 

l\lr. Speaker, I want to know when an opportunity will be 
offered to present this amendment to the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to 
make the motion under the rules when it is in order. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen
tleman fiom Kan as [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

l\fr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, there is a tem
pest in a teapot here this. morning over a question of adopting 
a rule similar to rules that have been adopted in this House 
e•er since I have been a member of the Committee on Rules. 
During the period of the war we brought in rules here giving 
tile Agricultural Committee, the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the Committee on Na-val Affairs, the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, or any other committee that had accumulated a great 
deal of business on the calendars, days on which to transact 

their business. Therefore that pRrt of the rule is not at all 
unusual. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoNEs], a member of the 
Committee on Agriculture, raises the question that this rule 
makes in order the consideration of bills that hould be on the 
Private Calendar. Well, the gentleman from Te'X:as, bein:g a 
member of the Committee on Agriculture, should have raised 
that question in the Committee on Agriculture ratber than now. 
[Applause.] The gentleman from Kentucky [:Mr. Kr CHELOE] 
should have raised the question in the Committee on Agricul
ture. 

l\fr. JO~TES of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No; I can not. The Committee 

on Agriculture had jurisdiction of these bills in the Senate, had 
jurisdiction of them here, and reported them, and they are on 
the Union Calendar. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman tell me which calendar 
they should be on? 

M:r. CAMPBELL of Kansas. This rule makes in order bills 
reported by the Committee on Agriculture now on the House or 
Union Calendar. Even the gentleman from Kentucky should 
know that the Committee on Agriculture does not repol't bills 
to the Private Calendar. These bills are on the House and 
Union Calendars, and the Committee -on Agriculture, as soon 
as the rule is adopted, will have the right to call up any bill 
which is on the House or Union Calendar, and that is all this 
rule provides for. 

Mr. Sl\TELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the resotution. 

1\Ir. LONDON. 1\Ir. Speaker, can the amendment be offered· 
now? 

The SPEAKER. It can not. The question is on ordering the 
previous question. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

l\Ir .. JONES of Texas. 1\Ir. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
lUr. JONES of Texas. Would it be in oPder to move to re

commit the rule to the Cornmi-ttee on Rules with instructions 
to :report the same back with an amendment?" 

The SPEAKER. Except that the rules do not allow it. 
l\Ir. SNELL. Except tbat it is not permissible under the 

rules of the House. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resotu~ 

ti on. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

FILLED MILK. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 8086. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up the bill 

H. R. 8086. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 8086) to prohibit the shipment o.f filled milk in inter
state or foreign commerce. 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever used in this act-
(a) The term " person " includes an individual, partnership, cor

pol'ation, or association ; 
(b) The term "interstate or foreign commerce" means commerce 

(1) between any State, Territory, or po session, or tbe District of 
Columbia anl any place outside thel'eof; (2-) between points within 
the same State, Territory, or possession, or within the District of 
Columbia, but through any place outsiC'e thereof; or (3) within any 
Territory or possei::sion, or within the District of Columbia ; and 

(c) The term "filled milk." means any milk, cream, or skimmed milk, 
whether or not condensed, evaporated, concentrated, powdered, d1.1ed, 
or desiccated, to which bas been adiled, or which has been blended 
or compounded with, any fat or oil otller than milk fat, so that the 
resulting product is in imitation or semblance of milk, cream, or 
skimmed milk, whether or not condensed, evaporated, concentrated, 

pos~~~~· rr:g~l~r b~e~~:~~l for any person to manufacture within 
any Territory or posses ion, or within the District of Columbia, or to 
ship or deliver for shipment in inteL"State or foi:eign commerce, any 
filled milk. 

SEC. 3. Any person violating any provision of this act shall upon 
conviction thereof be subject to a fine of not more than $1.000 or 
imprisonment for not more than one year, or both: except that no 
pen'llty shall be e,nforced for any such violation occurring within 30 
days after this act becomes law. When construing and enforcing the 
provisions of thi<:1 act, the act, omission, or failure of any person acting 
for or employed by any individual, partnership, corporation, or associa
tion within the scope of bi.'3 employment or office. shall in every CRse 
be deemed the act, omission, or failure of such individual, partnersntp, 
corporation, or association, as well as of such person. 

Mr . .JACOWAY. Mr. Speaker, how much time does the 
gentleman from Iowa propose for discussion? 

M:r. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill be considered in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of tb'.e Union ; and pending that, I ask that the 
general debate be limited to-what time would the gentleman 
from Arkansas suggest? 
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l\lr . . JACOWAY. I would suggst one hour and a halt fQI"! 

each ~iclc . 
Mr HAUGEX I ask unanimous con&ent that· the debate 

be l imited to three hours. one half to be controlled by the 
geutJeman from Arkansas [Mr. JACOWAY] aud the other half 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. VornT]. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unan.imous 
consent that this bill be. considered in Comniittee of the Whole 
House on the state of t.be Union and that the general debate 
be limite<l to three hours, one half to be controlled by the gentle .. 
man from Arka.nsas [Mr. JAOOWAY] and the other- half byr the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Vo1GT]. Is tbere objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will please 

take the chair. 
Thereupon the Honse resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union for consideration of the 
bill H. R. 8086, with Mr. HICKS in the chair. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The House is. in Committee Qf the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 8086, which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was again read. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House, the tillle 

on this debate is limited to three hours, one half of the time 
under the control of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. VOIGT] 
and the other half under the control of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. JACOWAY]. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. CJ1airman, I yield myself 15 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog

nized for 15 minutes. 
:Mr. VOIGT: Mr. Chairman and gentleweA. the object of this 

bill which I have introuuced is to exclude from interstate and 
foreign commerce. and to prevent the manufacture of, in the 
District of Columbia and in the Territories and possessions, 
an article which is known as filled or oiled milk. 

Filled milk is a compound or imitation of milk which has 
come onto the market in the United States during the last five 
or six years. The article consists of a combination or com
pound of condensed skimmed milk and coconut oil. The manu
facture of this article is carried on in the same factories where 
the oeuinary evaporated or condensed milk is made; that is, 
some of the same people in the country that are making evapo
rated milk are manufacturing this product as a side line, and 
the manufacture of the substitute has assumed such alarming 
proportions in the last few years that something should be done 
to curb it. 

The sale of this article is a fraud upon the public, and it is 
a fraud upon the men who are engaged in the milk and dairy 
business and in the manufacture of legitimate conrlensed and 
evaporated milk. These people who are making this product 
take the whole milk as it comes from the farmer and separate 
it, t~ke out tbe cream, which is the valuable constituent, then 
conuense the skimmed milk to about one-half of the volume, and 
add coconut oil equal to the quantity of butter fat removed. The 
resulting mixture, when the coconut oil and condensed skimmed 
milk are emulsified and combined in the factory, is an exact 
imitation of evaporated milk. It looks and tastes exactly lik;e 
evaporated milk. and the consumer can be easily defrauded into 
buying it for the genuine article. 

l\1r. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle· 
man yield? 

1\fr. VOIGT. Yes. 
l\1r. JOIL.'l'SON of l\fis issippi. Is that milk injurious or un

wholesome or deleterious to health? 
:Mr. VOIGT. I will say that the filled mil~ is not a poison

ous product, but it is a fraudulent product, in that the con
sumer is not getting what be thinks be is buying. The evidence 
adduced before our committee was overwhelming that the filled 
milk was sold on the shelves of the retailers side by side with 
the genuine article, and in most cases it was being sold for the 
same price. I object to filled milk not so much for what is in 
it as for what is not in it. 

1\1ilk is by far the one most important food article which 
we have. There is no substit~te for milk, and the general 
health of our people would be immensely benefited if we con
sumed three or four times as much milk and cheese as we 
actually do. We can not gain anything by permitting people 
to put a fraudulent substitute for milk on the market. 

l\fr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. VOIGT. Yes. 
:Mr. WALSH. Did the committee hold any heariugs on this 

bill, H. R. 8086? 

Mr. VOIGT. I will say to, the gentleruan that originally I 
introduced the bill H. R. 6215, which was an amendment to tlle 
pure food and drugs act. That bill I submitted to the Secre~ 
tary of .Agdcultnre and be objected to it because he did not 
approve of specifying a.ny particular food proouct in the pure 
food and drugs act. But representatives of the department ap
peared before the committee and expressed theuiselves in favor 
of legislation to curb the production and sale of filled. milk. 
Then, after the hearings were completed, I redrafted the bill 
in its presen.t fQrm. The subject matter of both bills is the 
same. I think that will answer the gentleman's question. 

Mr. WALSH. This bill is the result of the hearings, but no 
hes.rings. have been held on this pa:rticular bill? 

l\lr. VOIGT. This bill was drafted after the hearings were 
closed. It was not necessary to hold further hearings, becau .. e 
the difference in the bills is largely a matter of forro. No one 
requested additional hearings. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. If this filled milk is not in
jurious, deleterious, or unwholesome to health, in iew of the 
fi.xst child-labor law decision, what constitutional authority have 
you for prohibiting its shipment in interstate commerce? 

Mr. VOIGT. I do not concede that this filled milk is not iu
juriousL I shall speak of the constitutional question later on. 
- l\lr. JOHNSON of l\1is issippi. That is why I asked the que::i· 
tion a while ago. 

Mr. VOIGT. If a small quantity of filled urilk is consumed by 
an adult person it will not injure him any more than if he con
sumes a mixture of half milk and half water. But the gentle
man will concede that be would not approve of permitting any
body to sell such a mixture. Filled milk is positively injmious 
to children and will affect the health of an adult if be. uses it in 
place of milk. 

M_r. JOHNSON of Mississippi. That su0 gests this question: 
Can we not remedy that by requiring the manufacturers to place 
on the container a statement of the constituent elements of the 
filled mill}:? 

Mr. VOIGT. A statement of the constituent elements is now 
placed upon the container, but the difficulty is that the manu
facturers of this article put this filled milk into a container ot 
the same size and style as the other, and it is put on the shelves 
in retail stores side by side with the genuine product, and the 
testimony offerc before the committee was overwhel.m,ing that 
when people went in and asked for evaporated milk, or for a 
can of milk, in many cases they were handed this fraudulent 
sub ~titute, which costs the retailer about 3 cents per can less. 

l\lr. JO&"'\SON of Mississippi, Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota, 
and l\Ir. DOWELL rose. 

Mr. VOIGT. I shall yield for a brief que tioo, but I must pro
ceed with my statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON of MiS£1issippi. ls that the reason for not ship
ping in interstate commerce? 

Mr. VOIGT. That is one of the reasQDs. 
l\lr. JOHNSON of Mi sissippi. Will the gentleman tell us the 

other ? 
l\lr. VOIGT. I am trying to tell the committee as rapidly as 

I can speak what the bill is about and what the objections are 
to fui substitute. _ . 

Mr. DOWELL. Just one question. What about the nutrition 
in filled milk as compared with pure milk? 

Mr. VOIGT. I intend to speak about that. I will say to the 
gentleman that Doctor McCollum, of Johns Hopkins Unive1"ity, 
who is probably the greatest expert on nutrition in the world, 
has conducted something like 4,000 feeding experiments on 
animals, and he finds that if rats, for instance, are fed on such 
articles as you would have on your table, good whole ome food, 
but are left witbout milk and are fed on this filled milk they 
will die of di ease in a very short time. The vitamines which 
ha.ve been found so necessary for the growth of infants and 
children and for the g1·own body as well are absent from this 
filled milk. 

Mr. POWELL. It is not fa.ir to put it in competition with 
pure milk. as to the nutritious qualities of it? 

Mr. VOIGT. Absolutely not. The vital, growth-producing, 
health-giving elements of milk known as the Yitamine are 
almost wholly la.eking in this substitute. Coconut oil contHins 
no vitamines, nor does any other vegetable oil. 

J\Ir. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. VOIGT. l yield briefly to the gentleman from Louisiana. 
Mr. LAZARO. Just for a short statement. While the filled 

milk does not contain any poison, if an ignorant person goe to 
the store and buys a can of filled milk and feeds it to his 
children and does not know that his children are getting milk 
that contaios no elements of nutrition hi ' children are being 
poisoned in a:q_ indirect way. 
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Mr. YOIGT. Thn.t is the point exactly. Anyone feeding this 
article to children with the idea that they are getting evaporated 
milk is seriou. ly imperiling their health. A child fed on this 
substitute will develop rickets, and eye disease, and is liable to 
tuber~nlosis, because that child ls not getting the nutrition con
tained in normal whole milk. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VOIGT. I will yield briefly to the gentleman. 
l\!r. NEWTON of Minnesota. I have been very much inter

ested in the pamphlet sent out based upon the experiments 
made by Professor l\IcOollum, of Johns Hopkins. It shows 
that rats fed with this filled milk develop eye trouble. I am 
wondering if before the committee there was any contention 
made by anyone disputing the ·conclusions and :findings of 
Professor McColl um? 

l\Ir. VOIGT. No, ~ ir. 
1\fr. NEWTON of Minnesota. So that the record stand· un

disputed. 
l\!r. VOIGT. The report which the gentleman has in his 

hand as to these eA-pei·iinents is ab olutely undisputed. If you 
will read this pamphlet you will learn just how Professor l\Ic
Oollum made the e experiments. There was some question 
raised in the committee, and the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. AswELL] asked Doctor McCollum if be would experiment 
on rats with filled milk. Doctor McOollum made that experi
ment and here is the result of it. [Showing picture.] It shows 
that if rat! are fed on good food, such as bread and beefsteak 
and article that you would eat at your table, but instead of 
milk are fed this filled milk, they will rapidly decline and die 
of disea e in a very short time. Here in thi pamphlet are the 
pictUI"es of two rat· of equal age that were taken at the ame 
time. One of them was fed on evaporated milk and the other 
fed on filled milk, but otherwise their diet remained the ame. 
This rat on the right wa fed the substitute and in something 
o'er 100 days gi·ew to only one-half the size of the other one 
be icles contracting a fatal eye disease which killed it. Take 
a · look at this picture and you will see the bright eye of the 
rat fed on legitimate ernporated milk an<l then look at the 
other one. 

l\fr. BUTLER Will the gentleman yield? 
lllr. VOIGT. I will. 
l\1r. BUTLER. I am sure that if I were a rat I would not 

want to be fed on this sub titute. Has the gentleman the re
ult of any experiments on a human being? 

Mr. VOIGT. I ha'e learned of some ca e where children 
were fed by the parents on filled milk and that physicians found 
them in very poor condition. 

:i\Ir. BUTLER. It failed to nourish the children? 
l\fr. VOIGT. Ye , and developed disease in them; but when 

the children were fed on a good milk diet they recuperated 
rapidly. 

l\fr. :McCLINTIO. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. VOIGT. Yes. 
l\fr. McCLINTIO. Was there any testimony from farm or

ganizations as to the effect that this legislation will have if it 
is enacted into law? 

l\lr. VOIGT. I will say that e'ery farm oraanization that 
has a repre,entative in the city of Washington is for thi bill. 

• Ir. WILLIAMSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. VOIGT. I wm. 
l\Ir. WILLIAMSON. I it not a fact that thi filleu mill{ is 

sold largely to the poor and ignorant; for in~tance, on the East 
Side of New York, where they are not educated in the grades 
of milk? 

l\lr. VOIGT. Ye . Some of the organizations that are inter
ested in this legislation sent out obseryers in the city of Phila
delphia and in my State of Wisconsin, and they found that jn 
the good re idential sections of cities, where people were able 
to read the labels, it was not old, but they found it in the 
tore patronized by the le well to do and foreigners. In ome 

instances it has been fo1md in tbe homes of intelligent people, 
who never read the label. 

l\1r. RAKER. Will the gentleman yielct? 
Mr. VOIGT. I will. 
Mr. RAKER. In tlle bill in line 8, page 2, you u e the words 

"powdered, drieu, and desiccated." What is the difference 
between those ttu·ee terms? 

Mr. VOIGT. There is no difference; these words are used 
interchanaeably by the trade. The idea is to coTer all forms 
of milk. 

~fr. RAKER. The bill provides that if there is any fat 
whate,er added to the powdered, dried, or desiccated milk, or 
otl1er form of milk, even tbougll there is no substance taken 
from the milk before it i dried, the bill applies. Suppose you 

took 10 gallons of milk and dried it as they do in California, 
if you put any fat at all into it the bill applies to that. 

l\fr. VOIGT. Yes. The bill prohibits the shipment of any 
form of milk which has been in any way adulterated with oil 
or fat, except butter fat that comes from the cow. That is 
necessary for this reason: It was discovered that in the city 
of New York men took milk and added coconut oil because it 
gave it a creamy consistency and sold the article for cream. 
There was a concern organized in Philadelphia to manufacture 
this so-called cream. 

Mr. RAKER. Take the cream without any dilution, evapo
rate it so that it is dried powder; now, if you put in any sort 
of material, it you put in any fat except butter fat, under this 
bill it would be prohibited from interstate commerce. 

Mr. VOIGT. Yes. 
Mr. RAKER. Did the committee find out that any addition 

to the natural cream dried was unhealthy? 
l\Ir. VOIGT: We did not find that that method was being 

pursued. I do not know of any manufacturer in the United 
States who is doing that. The people who are using coconut 
oil are using it as a sub titute for butter fat in milk. They 
are not using it except for the purpose of making milk appear 
a cream, or skimmed milk as evaporated milk. 

l\.1r. RAKER. This is intended to cut-off the fraud? 
l\1r. VOIGT. It is. 
l\Ir. S~HTH of :Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VOIGT. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH of :Michigan. What other ingredients do they 

use to adulterate milk beside coconut oil? 
l\lr. \OIGT. I under tand occasionally a small mnount of 

peanut oil is used, but that is rather negligible. 
Tliere i a great incentive on the part of the retailer to s £-ll 

this in preference to the genuine. The evidence before the 
committee showed that the ingredients in a pound can of tbis 
ub titute co t the manufacturer a fraction le · tilan 2 cent • 

whereas the milk for a pound of legitimate evaporated milk 
co ts about 3 cent· more. 

Mr. BL.TLER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. V IGT. Yes. 
l\fr. BUTLER. I there no law e:xi tin°· by which that 

fraud can be avoided? 
Mr. VOIG'l'. No. 
Mr. BUTLER. And it requires a bill of this kind? 
Mr. YOIGT. Absolutely. I will say that I think the spirit 

of tbe pure food Jaw covers this article, but tlle manufacturers 
e cape by using a trade name instead of calling it milk. The 
act provides that an article of food ~ llall be con idered adulter
ated-
if any sul>stnnce has been mixed and packed with it o as to rednce 
or lowf"r or injuriously afff"ct its quality or strength-

Or-
if any snb t;rnce ha · bf"f"ll substituted wholly or ju part for tbe article--

Or-
if anY valuable con titnent of the article bas bef"n wholly or in par·t 
ab ·tracted-

And "hall be considered mi branded-
if it b an imitation of or offered for sale under the distinctive name or 
another article . 

But the manufacturer e cape under a pro\"i o to section 8 
·that an article shall not be conRiclered adulterated or mis
branded-
in the case of * • * compounds * * •) under theil' own di ·• 
tinctive names, and not an imitation of or offered for sale under the 
di tinctive name of another article. 

The manufacturers use the same ize cans as for evaporated 
milk, and put on uch names as "Hebe," "Oarolene," "Enzo," 
"Silver Key," "Nutro," and "Nyko.'' 

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. VOIGT. Yes. · 
Mr. LAZARO. How much peanut oil is u eel in the prepara

tion with the coconut oil? 
l\1r. VOIGT. A very small quantity ; I do not know how 

mucb. The manufacturers of the substitute extract the cream 
and take the same quantity of coconut oil to replace it. For 
instance, they will take out of the milk 7 or 8 per cent butter fat 
and then substitute 7 or 8 per cent by weight of coconut oil. 
The butter fat extracted from the milk i worth 40 or 50 cents 
a pound, while coconut oil can be purchased for from 8 to 10 
cents a pound. 

Mr. NORTON. :Mr. Chairman, will the gentlt"man yield? 
- Mr. VOIGT. Yes. 

Mr NORTON Are not all of these can· labeled with exactly 
what they contain? 
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'Mr. VOIGT. Yes; but they -are labeled in ·a fraudulent way, 

because they do not tell the consumer •tbat the valuable put of 
-the milk 'has 'been extracted. 

l\lr . .NORTON. But they do tell exactly what is contained 

others rwho are interested in the -welfare of the people. 1t is 
·also indorsed by practically every ·dairying and farming ·publi
cation ln the United -States. ·S.ome of the lea.ding organizations 

1indorsjng it -are as follows : 

in it. 
l\Ir. VOIGT. From a technical standpoint they do, but there 

is l1ot one inC1ividual in ten 'thousand, after ·he sees the label, 
who knows .what is in the .can. 

Mr. SMITH of l\Iichigan. These things are in fine print. 
Mr. VOIGT. I bave here a full-page advertisement of 

" Nutro" in the Chicago ·Tribune. This advertisement says: 
NutJJo is a delicious and nutritious new milk product. It is prepared 

in the rich dairying districts of Wisconsin and Indiana, and made of 
·pure, fresh cow's milk ·with ·the animal fats extracted and essential 
food values replaced by a refined, rich, sweet, purely vege.table coco· 
nut fat. 

Nutro is pure, delicious, wholesome. 1t is prepared in model canden
series from pUTe cow's milk evapOTated to double strength, -with ihe 
• animal fabs ntraoted and then enriched with ·sweet, ,effihle, highly 
• relined coco.nut fat. 

l ·submit that the reader gets the impression that Nutro is a 
better article than •lwapornted milk. Butter fat is referred to 
as" animal fat," and it is claimed .that pure cow's milk ls evapo
rated to double strength. 

The manufacture of this .compound 1bas been growing ,at an 
alarming rate, as will :appear ·from the -following figures fur
.Dished by the •Bureau .of Markets: 

1920 1919 1918 1917 

Evaporated, part or full skimmed, 
modified with foreign fat (case 
goods) .......................... 84,.044, 000 62, 262, 22.5 50,619,:1.63 30,488, 262 

·Evaporated,_pal't or full skimmed, 
modified with foreign fat (bulk 
goods) ....•••.••• ·-·····-··-···· 2,517, 000 2, 748, 120 · 3,861,007 -t,543,640 

In 1920 nearly 8,000,000 pounds of coconut oil were used in 
the manufacture of the compound, taking ·tbe place of that 
many pounds of butter fat sorely needed for the nutrition of 
our people and injuring the market of the American farmer. 
It is unfair to our farmers to ·put them into competition with 
this inferior product produced by oriental 1abor and handled 
by very unclean methods. The manufacturers of filled milk 
stated before the committee that the business was in its in
fancy, and it is high time that it is wiped out altogether. 

The argument is made that filled milk is a poor man's ·food be
cause it is sold 'for less money 'than -the genuine article. There 
is nothing to this argument, 'because the evidence shows that 
in very many stores the two articles are sold for the same p1·ice. 
But assuming that the poor man ean bny a can of this stuff 
for 8 cents when he ·would .ha:ve to pay 10 or 11 cents for evapo
rated milk, he is defrauded nevertheless, be<!ause he is not get
ting 8 cents' worth and is probably •injuring the •health of his 
family. 

The superiority of the white race is due to at least some ex
tent to the fact that it is a milk-consuming race. Natives of 
tropical countries who use the products of the coconut are 
stunted in body and mind. I believe that one reason why they 
are inferior is that they do not use the milk of cows or other 
animals. We owe a great deal to the dairy cow, a great deal 
more than the general public gives her credit foi:. We can not 
afford to injure the dairy industry; if we do it, we injure the 
Nation. The dairy industry not only supplies us with an abso
lutely necessary article of food but it maintains the fertility 
of our soil, and anything that we do to encourage the dairy 
industry is a direct benefit to the Nation. Doctor l\lcCollum 
testified as follows before our committee: 

There is no question but w.hat milk is the only food for which there 
is no effective substitute. It is not a question of whether there is some · 
food value in skimmed milk, as to whether we can not get along in 
some _peculial· situation, that one mi.ght not get along if a t>uitable 
amount ot eggs were included in tbe diet every day. It is not a ques
tion whether technically you can bring before a legislative committee 
of thls sort a situation which might work in a satisfactory manner 
without this food. But this is the point, that we are educated to use 
milk. We are a people who for hundreds of generations have depended 
upon dairy products as a prominent article of our diet. We know how 
to use it" and we like it. \Ve have an agricultural industry which can ' 
not remalll a permanent one-there can be no permanent system of ' 
agriculture without an animal industry to go with it. * * • We 
have no deposits of phosphorus and no adequate deposits of calcium 
that will meet the agricultural needs of this country for fertilizer 
... * ... There is DO similar property~vitamines-in any veaetable 
oil, including coconut oil and cottonseed oil, comparable with

0 

what 
you find in butter fat. • • • I guarantee that any infant that is 
fed for a few weeks on one of these milk substitutes will develop 
rickets. • • ~ M;Y suggestion is that .we do everything that is in 
our power to maintain at its full tide an mdustry so important as the 
dairy industry, and to bring the American cow into competition with a 
coconut grove is a.n injustice. 

Thi.s bill has been indorsed -by hundreds of dairying and · 
farming organfaations, by ·organizations of consumers, and 

National League of Women Voters. 
National Congress ·of l\lotbers and Parent-Teachers' Associations. 
National Grange. 
American Farm Bureau Federation. 
National Boal"tl -0f Farm 'Organizations. 
Fal'm&s' Educational .and Cooperative Union of -America. 
Farmers' National Congress. 
National :Agricultural ·organization Society. 
Natl()nal Conference on '.Marketing and Farm ,credits. 
National Dairy Union. 
Penmsylvania Rural Progress Association. 
Farmers' Society of Equity. 
'Federation of Jewish Farmers of America. 
American Association for :Agrkultural Legislation. 
Jntermountain Farmers' Association. 
'Farmers' 'Equity Union. 
American • Soci~ty of Equity . 
National Milk Producers' Federation . 
Dairymen's League (lnc.) and Dair.\'Jnen's League Cooperative Asso· 

elation (Inc.). (Largest in the world.) 
New ~England Milk Producers' :;As~ociation, Woodbury, Conn. 
Interstate l\Iilk Producers' Association. 
Maryland and Virginia Milk Producers' Association. 
The Milk Producers' Association of the Chicago District. 
'Dairymen's Cooperative Sales Co. 
National Agrieultural Co.nf-erence. 
National Dairy Council . 
American Jersey Cattle Club. 
Milwaukee Milk Producers' ::Association. 
~'isconsin State Union, American Society of ·Equity. 
N orthem~tern Dodge County Cow Feeding Association, oi Wisconsin. 
Cheese Producers' ·Federation, of Plymouth, ·wis. 
Wisconsin Dairymen's Protective Association. 
The "LegiSlature of Wisconsin at its 1921 session passed .a 

joint resolution meu10rializjng Congress to _pass the Voigt 'bill. 
Some question has been raised as to the constitutionality of 

this bill. I have given this matter very careful consideration 
and have also had the benefit of the advice of competent law
yers. Judge J. W. Bryan, of Baltimore, an authority on consti
tutional law, in an exhaustive opinion, declares the biU consti
tutional. I can not take the time to discuss the legal question, 
but refer anyone interested to the following decisions: 

Lottery Cases (188 p. S. 321). 
Hoke v. United States (227 U. S. 308). 
McDermott v . Wisconsin (228 U. S. 115). 
·Eckm;{n Alterative Casei;: (239 U. S. 510). 
Hebe Case (248 U. S. 297). · 
Quite a number of St..1,tes have already passed laws outlawing 

or imposing -severe restrictions on the sale of filled milk. Such 
States are Utah, l\1aryland, Florida, California, ·Colorado, Con
necticut, Oregon. New York and New Jersey have very recently 
passed 'laws prohibiting its manufacture -and sale. Wisconsin 
passed such a law at the last sessian of the legisla'.ture. This 
-law is now being .tested in the Supreme Court, and I :have no 
hesitation in S::\ying that its constitutionality will be upheld. 
There are prospects of further State legislation. It is the judg
ment of all dairying and ".farm organizations repxesented in 
Washington that with the State legislation and the enacbnent ·of 
this bill into law we shall have a remedy which will effectually 
outlaw filled milk. · 

[NoTE.-The .bill passed the House on May 25, 1922, by a vote 
of 250 to 40.] 

Mr. JACOWAY. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield 20 .minutes to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. AswELL]. 

Mr. AS,v.ELL. Mr. Chairman, it is discouraging to me to see 
so good a man as the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. VOIGT] 
permit himself to be used in behalf of such flagrant, sectional, 
vicious class legislation as .that which is proposed by this bill. 
If I were in iavor of this sort of legislation I <lOUld not support 
,the .bill because unquesUonably it is unconstitutional. Its pro
posals ·are monstrous. The gentleman from Wisconsin in his 
closing remarks made the amazing statement that this milk 
compound is so labeled that not one person in 10,000 could read 
it and understand what it means. I bola in my hand a can 
of the so-called filled milk. T.hi s is the 'Hebe compound. This 
·is made -of peanut oil and skim milk. Six months ago when 
the hearings were being 1Jeld on this question it appeared that 
generally coconut oil was used. I then made a request of 
the manufacturers of these milk compounds to experiment in 
their chemistry departments to ascertain whether our domestic 
oils could be 11sed. They have experimented with peanut oil, 
cottonseed and sunflower seed. They made a perfect success of 
the peanut and the cotton:;;eed oils, and are still experimenting 
with the sunflower oil. I used this particular can which I hold 
in my hand for baking purposes in my home during the ·past 
week to test it. It is a perfect milk compound of peanut oil 
and skim milk. The .gentleman is mistaken about the label. 
There could not be any fraud. This is the label, and you can 
read it ac.ross -the room. 
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Mr . . VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr: .A.SWELL. In a moment. The label states that it is a 

compound of evaporated skimmed milk and vegetable fat; that 
it contains 7.8 per cent of vegetable fats, 25 per cent total solid. 
Then the label in letters that you can read from your seats says 
that it is for cooking and baking, and then we find the .statement 
in large letter.,, "Do not use in place of milk for infants." 
Every can has that label under the present pure food law, and 
where any deception or fraud could be practiced is beyond my 
comprehension. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

l\lr. VOIGT. Is that a can of the Hebe milk? 
l\Ir . .A.SWELL. Yes. 
Mr. VOIGT. Was it not testified before the Agricultural 

Committee that the manufacturer of this very product had 
changed their label about six or seven times? 

l\1r . .A.SWELL. They may have changed it in the develop
ment of their product, but this is the establi~hed label now 
adopted by that company. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Was that portion of the label which warns 
against the use of the contents as a substitute for milk for 
infants on former labels? 

l\lr . .A.SWELL. It was. 
Mr. BURTNESS. It is the gentleman·s contention that it 

has been put on the label of the product of this company from 
the beginning·? 

Mr. ASWELL. I have not followed the history of it from the 
beginning, but since it has been developed into a real business, 
prosperous enough to put the fear of the Lord into the Butter 
Trust, it has had that label. 

Mr. VOIGT. I l1old in my hand a can of this compound, and 
it doe not contain any such statement on its label. 

Mr . .A.SWELL. That might be before they had established 
and developed the business, but we are dealing with the pres
ent. In an open fight for the right why do you not come away 
from ancient history? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, I 
· see now that the gentleman from Wisconsin has found that the 

label is on the can. 
Mr. RA}\ER. Where did the gentleman get the information 

that this is peanut oil? · 
l\Ir . .A.SWELL. With the permi sion of the House, I would 

like to file a letter in respect to that. I had the eXJ)eriment 
made. 

P•ANUT OIL ust:p. 
CHICAGO, April 1!2, 191?2. 

MY DEAR MR. AsWICLL : Immediately following the hearing before the 
House Committee on Agriculture at Washington last summer on the 
Voigt bill and in line with your suggestion, our laboratory began to 
experimen't with peanut oil in the manufacture of an evaporated 
skimmed-milk compound. 

In the manufacture of such a compound it is imperative that the 
veget able fat used be absolutely neutral as to tlavor .and odor. After 
exhaustive inquiries we found that a peau:nt fat which would fi t our 
requirements was not obtainable-not even in mall amounts necessary 
for making laboratory experiment . We then. proceeded to equip ~ur 
laboratory with the apparatus necessary to refine peanut fat to a pomt 
where the objectionable flavors of the peam~t had been practically 
eliminated. As soon as this bad been accompl~shed, and we were able 
t o produce a higher refined fat than wa obtarnable tron:i the refiners 
of peanut oil, we commenced to manufacture a compound ~n the labor.a
t ory with the peanut fat, and we found our.path beset with many dif
ficulties which could only pe solved by continuous experimentation, all 
of which consumed much time. . 

After we had produced a satisfactory preduct in the laboratory. it 
wa · t hen necessary to manufacture a batch of the new product on fac
torv cale and hold this batch in our warehouse for several weeks to 
a :<certain if the finished product on a~ng would develop any fui.vors 
which would make it unfit for commercial use. . 

As I advised you in my night letter of yesterday, we .a re Sf1.hsfi~d 
that we have produced a satisfactory product, and. that this J>elief will 
be fully confirmed on the termination of our experunents, which should 
be concluded in the next month or t wo. . 

The referee appointed by t he Supreme Court o.f the State of Wiscon
sin t o take testimony in the ca e brought by this company to test the 
con;;;tit utionality of the law which prohibi.ted the manufact\lre an~ sale 
of Hebe, pa~sed last summer by t he legislature of th:t~ State, .found 
from the evidence that Hebe is a wholesome and nutritious article of 
food for adults ancl children in the &ame sense that br~ad, meat , .and 
pota toes are wholesome. He also found there was nothing deleterious 
t o health in the product. 

You will be interested in knowing, I am ure, that Professor Mc
Collum, who appeared before this committee !>n t.1.1.e hearings on the 
Yoi~t bill was the star witness for t he State rn this case. 

No exceptions were taken by t he 'tute to the findings of t he r eferee 
a repo1 ted by him to t he supr~me court. This case was argued before 
t he upreme cour t on April 11>, but n o decision ha been handed do.wn 
a v; t We look for a decision on or about May 7. 
~ Hebe i an admitteillv whole ome nutritious article of food, hon

e tl.r labeled, and economical in its use •. there would see1? to be no just 
basis for denying to it t he channels of mterstate commerce. 

'l'he argument which has been freely advanced by the proponent of 
the bill that the li::gislation i fully just ified fo r the reason ,~hat the 
dairy farmer should not be compelled to compete. wi~h ~be coconut 
cow "' of the South Sea Islands, h3:s been rendered rneffective by reason 
of our discovery that !l commercially successful product can be pro
duced by Sl,lbs tih1tlng peanut fa t for coconut fat. 

It needs no argument to subst:i-Dtii!-te the statemen.t that th~s neyv 
u~e discovered for peanut fat will give the .Peanut rndustry l~ this 
country a great impetus and contri bute materm.lly to the prospenty of 

that section of the country whlch grows peanuts. It Is difficult to 
believe that Congress would pass a bill, the effect of which would be 
to benefit the producers of a raw material produced in one section of 
the country to the detriment of producers of a raw material in another 
section. 

If the product was not a wholesome, nutritious article of food, and 
was not being advertised, labeled, and sold for what it really is, we 
would have no right to protest against the proposed legislation, but 
it does seem that the power of Congress should not be directed against 
us for the sole reason that the class ot people engaged in the manu· 
facture of a competing production have un ambition to de troy com· 
petition. 

* • • • • • • 
With the assurance of my continued high personal i·egard, I am 

Yours truly, 
PA.UL R. MCKJCJl. 

Mr. RAKER. The gentleman says that the bill i · uncon ti
tutional Upon what ground~ ? 

Mr . .A.SWELL. Because the bill starts out with the blunt 
statement that milk compounds shall be prohibited from treing 
manufactured and shipped through interstate commerce, and 
gives no reason whatever for it. No claim is made that filled 
milk is unwholesome or injurious to health, nor that it i'3 sold 
fraudulently. Its provisions are ridiculous. 

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr . .A.SWELL. Yes. 
Mr. VOIGT. Did the gentleman or any other member of the 

committee raise that point while the hearings were being held? 
Did the gentleman then claim that the bill was unconstitu
tional? 

Mr. A.SWELL. I did, and I put it in my minority report. I 
am sorry you have not tudied it. · 

Mr. VOIGT. Was the question raised in the committee? 
Mr, .A.SWELL. Absolutely. I raised it myself. 
.l\fr. VOIGT. I do not recall it. 
l\Ir . .A.SWELL. Mr. Chairman, this propo ed bill on the ·ul>

ject of filled milk, which ha been discussed by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, is to my mind a very serious one, because it 
invoh"es the fundamental principles of government. I think 
most of the gentlemen on the Republican side in the last cam
paign made the solemn pledge to the .American people that 
there would be less government in business. The purpose o[ 
this bill is not only to put the Government in business, but to 
put the Government into the business of putting out of business 
legitimate bu iness. I want to make an assertion and prove it 
IJy the hearings, that the proponents of this bill, namely, the 
dairy interests of certain sections of the country, have one 
definite purpose, and that is to remove competition from their 
own business. In the hearings a Mr. Larson, of the Depart
ment of Agriculture, advocating the bill and speaking for the 
Butter Trust, made an amazing admission. After· a long and 
tedious hearing the following occurred: 

Mr. A.SWELL. Then, according to your statement, if ti.Iese gentlemen 
would promise not to increase their business you would not obJect to 
their manufacturing what they are manufacturing? 

Doctor LARSO~. From the standpoint of that principle? 
Mr. AsWELL. If they would promise not to increase it any, you 

would be satisfied? 
Doctor L.rnsox. If they did not increase it, from the standpoint of thf' 

dairv indush·v it would not be a serious thing. As I said before, they 
are making 85,ooo.ooo pounds of this product to-day, ani;i we are pro
ducing 1,500,000,000 pounds or n;iore of evaporated milk. But the 
point is, it is growing so very rapidly. 

This whole question is an effort to ba\e the Congress step 
in and protect the private dairy busines · by shutting out theil' 
competitors in other legitimate business. It is monstrous that 
the Congress should be asked to destroy busines in which mil
lions of dollars ham been invested, merely for the purpose of 
more profit to the dairy business competing with them. The 
purpose of the bill is to shut out competition with. the dair:r 
industry, which has here the most powerful organized lobby 
in tlle -world. 

Mr. RAKER Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir . .A.SWELL. Yes. 
l\1r. RAKER. The gentleman read certain matter from the 

label on tlrn can. The gentleman from Wisconsin [l\lr. VoIGTl 
said that be had a can of this milk in his hand which did not 
have that on the label. 

Mr. .A.SWELL. Oh, he admitted later that he found it 
there. 

Mr. RA.KER. Was it on the gentleman' can, I will a k llim? 
1\fr. "VOIGT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 
Mr. .A.SWELL. Oh, the gentleman found it on his ·can. I 

want to answer the gentleman from Wisconsin now for a mo
ment in resnect to his rat business. 

Gentlemeii., there are three great specialists in this country 
who have equal responsibility for the amazing discovery of 
vitamines. Kobody has ever seen a vitamine or tasted one or 
heard it. It is something that is supposed to be in certain 
foods that makes life. These ge:qtlemen are Doctors l\fcCollum, 
of Baltimore, and Sherman, of New York, and Mendel, -of Yale. 
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Doctor McCollum came before our committee and made the 
assertion that if we fed rats a certain food and some other 
rats some other foods some will grow fat and some will grow ill. 
This picture Mr. VOIGT has shown you is in harmony with that 
description, but I shall in a minute read from D?ctor McCollum, 
specifically making an assertion on the other side of the ques
tion. Doctor McCollum made the assertion before our com
mittee that unless every man in the country should drink a 
quart of sweet milk a day he would be underfed and be a runt. 

I remember very distinctly that my friend the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. KINCHELOE] resented that absurd statement, and 
the gentleman from Nebraska [l\lr. McLAUGHLIN] called atten
tion to the fact that with McLAUGHLIN'S large family of chil
dren if they drank as much milk as l\lcCollum demanded, be~ 
cause the output would be inadequate and the price advanced, 
it would cost my friend McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska $7.92 a day 
for his milk bill. DoctQr l\lcCollum is reputed to be a great 
doctor and I want to present to you his double position before 
I am ftnished with this. He says that the rat that is fed filled 
milk alone grows thin and dies. Why, if you feed a baby on 
pure butter and nothing else it will die, or if you feed a baby 
on ham and nothing else it would die, but he says you must 
give the rat the whole milk to sarn him and make him sleek 
and fat. Have you ever seen one of the rats around a farm
house fat and sleek and skillful and daring? Where did he get 
his pep? From whole milk? Where did be get any milk at all? 

Mr. VOIG'I. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. ASWELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. VOIGT. I want to say to the gentleman the rat which 

is at liberty and not in captivity feeds on other animals and 
gets the blood and the vitamines in that way. 

:Mr. ASWELL. What other animal does a mouse feed on? 
l\lr. VOIGT. I can not tell yon, but that is the testimony 

of Doctor l\fcCollum. 
Mr. ASWELL. Now, l\lr. Chairman, let me quote Doctor Mc

Collum. Here is a letter from Doctor Mendel, of Yale Uni
versity, the highest authority on the subject, with reference to 
this strange entity that is called vitamine. He writes this letter 
to Representative JOHN CLARKE, of New York: 

The situation is somewhat as follows: The im·estigations of recent 
years have demonstrated that in addition to the usual nutriments, 
proteins, fats, sugar, and salts, milk contains properties now described 
a s vitamines. One of these is abundantly associated with the milk fats, 
as was first demonstrated by Mccollum and by Osborne and myself 
several years ago. It is frequently called fat-soluble vitamine A. It is 
not universally present in foods and it is essential to the welfare of 
growing individuals. It is found in eggs. in green vegetables, in various 
animal fats-rarely in those of vegetable origin as they are prepared 
for the mai-ket. Every physiologist admits that growing children should 
have some quota of vitamine A; how much is needed is not definitely 
known. For infants the preferable supply admittedly is whole milk. 
However, McCollum is authority for the statement that approximately 
half of the vitamine A is present in the nonfat part of the milk-that is, 
in skim milk; and another competent scientific investigator, Professor 
Sherman, of Columbia, has announced that skimmed milk furnishes im
portant amounts of vitamine A. I inclose a copy of their published 
statements which I happen to have at hand. 

Preparations of so-called " filled " milk are emulsions of vegetable 
fats in skimmed milk. Coconut oil is commonly used, I believe, in 
preparing them. These facts are admittedly digestible and nutri
tious ; so is skimmed milk, which, owing to fostered prejudices, has 
been a greatly undervalued article of diet. The milk compounds 
should be properly labeled-as should every package of food-to tell 
the truth. They should not be recommended for use in infant feeding ; 
on the other hand, no harm can come from the chance use of a quantity 
of skimmed milk even by infants. I mention this because the oppo
nents have spread the impression among gullible persons that the use of 
a can of milk compound ls a positive menace to the infant which con
sumes it. Skimmed milk is not a rank poison. It is merely not a 
complete food for an infant; neither is barley water nor "prepared 
foods." 

I am informed that some of the milk compound packages and adver
ti sements not only give the composition of the contents but specifically 
indicate in words that the product is not recommended for infant 
feeding. What, then, shall we say of the value of the milk compolUlds, 
properly marketed in conformity to the pure-food laws, for adult nutri
tion? I do not see how they can be designated otherwise than as 
wholesome food. Indeed, it would be a nutritional advantage if 
skimmed milk were used more widely in culinary practice. It greatly 
enhances the value of cereals, notably the " staff of life," bread. 
"Filled" milks enrich them also, adding wholesome fats. No one 
knows at present to what extent vitamine A may be required by adults, 
but in any eyent the latter, using tbe mixed diet of adult life, ue 
not dependent on cream for this food factor. It is quite as reasonable 
t o object to the sale of polished rice or patent flour ; indeed, skimmed 
milk and its " compounds " surpass either of these foods in nutritious 
properties. • 

Tbe opponents of "filled" milks (representing a special industry~ 
haYe tried to exclude them on the plea of "menace to public health.' 
No public health question is involved. The claim is a specious one. 
The House bill represents a fight between industrial " interestst and I 
run confident that the medical P,rofession would not admit tnat any 
wholesome food is a menace. Life and health are not endangered; on 
the contrarv, I have long believed that our national nutrition would b.e 
benefited u: instead of discarding the milk separated from cream in 
the butter industry-instead of converting a unique food into roof 
paint, etc.-we encouraged the greater use of the nonfat part of 
tbe milk in the kitchen in the preparation of food. The milk com-

pounds represent a device for conserving food exceptional with r espect 
to protein vitamines, and particularly salts of lime which so few natu
ral foods' contain and which many persons really need . The by
products of butter production sho.uld be conserved. H as not agricul
ture been blinded to the importance of the nonfat par ts of mHk for 
nutrition? Are you ready to sanction economic waste of foocl by a 
new form of prohibition on the invalid plea of harmfulne s to chil
dren who do not make use of the product? 

He goes on to say in conclusion of a long statement that t his 
entity or this quality called vitainine is always in skimmed 
milk. This is an established fact by all the great physicians 
and surgeons who investigated this question. Now, again 
listen to this: 

Several years ago Mccollum stated in a brief not e that fat soluble .A 
is about thirty times more soluble in fat than in water, in which case 
skimmed milk will contain about halt as much of this vitamine a 
whole milk. On the other hand, Mellanby, studying experimental rick
ets in puppies, and Hess and Unger in their studies of the clinical role 
of the fat soluble vitamine, appear to have assumed that their experi
mental diets could contain considerable amounts of skimmed milk, 
either in fluid or solid form, and still be nearly devoid of the fat soluble 
vitamine. According to our experience, skimmed milk contains a very 
significant amount of fat soluble vitamine, probably about half as much 
a.s whole milk, as McCollum's brief statement would imply. 

Our experimental evidence of the presence of significant amount s of 
fat soluble vitamine or "vitamine A" in skimmed milk is twofold. 
(1) Young rats placed at weaning upon a diet in which dried skimmed 
milk was the sole source of vitamines have grown steadily (though at 
less than the maximum rate) for three months or more. t rebling their 
body weights and remaining free from eye disease and in good general 
condition. Such results in rats of this age can be obtained only on 
diets furnishing significant amounts of "vitamine A." (2) Rats which 
had been brought to the typical condition of declining body weig~t and 
characteristic eye disease due to deficiency of fat soluble vitamine in 
their food have been cured by the feeding of skimmell milk powder. 
(A third type of experiment may be mentioned which, while it would 
not be conclusive alone, affords interesting confirmation. Rats which 
have failed to grow upon a diet of white bread grew with extraordinary 
rapidity for some time (though not to full adult size ) when t he bread 
was supplemented by dried skimmed milk only. The latter of course 
supplemented the bread in several ways, but unles the skimmed milk 
had furnished important amounts of fat soluble vitamine such rapid anJ 
extensive growth would hardly have been possible. ) 

That was a statement unqualified by the highest authority in 
this land on this subject. And so, gentlemen, this effor~ is 
made here before this Chamber to push through a IJill for the 
benefit of the special dairy business, and to try to push it 
through by the tail of a rat is absurb and ridiculous and should 
not be recognized by intelligent people. [Laughter and ap
plause.] 

Mr. OLIVER. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\.1.r. ASWELL. I ·will yield. 
Mr. OLIVER. Did the gentleman ascertain wllether a single 

State of the Union has passed a law prohibiting the ale of 
this product? 

Mr. ASWELL. Some few of the States have. 
JI.fr. OLIVER. Was any consideration given tb limiting the 

bill to the importation of this product into those States where 
its sale was forbidden? 

Mr. ASWELL. None whatever, but I will say to the gentle
man from Alabama that the pas age of this bill, if constitu
tional, would in no way affect the States because factories in 
any State of the Union could do an intrastate business. 

Mr. OLIVER. Was any testimony submitted that this prod
uct was poisonous or injurious if used for the purposes you 
stated the label on the can had advised it to be used for ? 

Mr. ASWELL. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama 
gladly, that during , all the hearings, lasting many days, that 
question was raised time after time and the evidence was over
whelming that this product is not unwholesome, not deleterious, 
and not injurious to health, absol~tely without question. On 
the contrary, it was argued before that committee time after 
time that one of the great needs of this country is to encourage 
the larger use of milk and milk products. The important fact 
here is that the farmers of the country have not been correctly 
informed as to the meaning of this bill. The records show 
that during the last year this milk compound created a market 
for skimmed milk in this country of 200,000.000 pounds, r ang
ing from 35 to 65 cents per hundred pounds, and that these 
200,000,000 pounds of food heretof?re have been abandoned or 
thrown away. Therefore these milk compounds have brought 
into use in this country for baking and cooking purposes 200,-
000,000 pounds of skimmed milk not heretofore used at all and 
for which there was no market at all. , 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That would approximate about $100,-
000,000 a year? 

Mr. ASWELL. At least. And why should the milk-producing 
farmer be fooled into supporting this monstrous bill against 
his own bus~ess? · 

Mr. GERNERD. Cian you give me the nut ritive value of 
coconut oil, .which is substituted for the butter fat extracted 
from the milk 1 
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Mr. ASWELL. Go down to the Tropics and you w:ill find 
people lirn largely on it. · 

Mr. GERNERD. I have not heard anything in the hearing 
that told me anything about the value of coconut oil as a sub
stitute for fat. 

Mr. ASWELL. Can you tell the value of lard and tallow 
from the cow, . and all that sort of .thing? 

Mr. GER~'ERD. I think that is beside the query I have 
made, because that is not entering into the manufacture of 
condensed milk. 

l\Ir. ASWELL. Gentlemen, the proposition is this: If you 
propose to prohibit the sale and manufacture of milk com
p.ounds, you must in honor bound p'roceed at once to prohibit 
the manufacture and sale of lard compounds and patented and 
mixed flours, because they have the same relation to public 
health. These milk compounds sell on an average of 3 cents 
a can cheaper than the other. And I am convinced, gentlemen 
of this committee, that any man at this time and in this crisis 
in our country's history who would shut away from the poor 
people of the country any kind of wholesome food must shudder ' 
with responsibility for the results that are to follow. Any 
man who will a<tvance the price of food products now is 
treading upon dangerous ground, and that is what is proposed 
to be done here. 

Mr. KETCHA.....'1. Do I understand the gentleman to carry 
the impression to the committee that this product is sold at a · 
cheaper price? 

'l\fr. A SWELL. It ls. The record shows the average is 3 
cents a can less. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I would be very glad to submit observations 
to the contrary. 

l\fr. ASWELLJ Your observations will not avail anything 
when you have the testimony of the people who sell it. 

Mr. KETCH~I. I have evidence on the other side. 
Mr. ASWELL. All right; produce it. [Applause.] 

[Editorial from the Detroit News, August 26, 1921.] 
THOSE SKIMMED MILK BILLS, 

Pending before Congress a.re several bills dPSigned to prevent or dis
courage the production of compounds of skim.med milk and vegetable 
fats. These had their origin and are finding active support in the 
organized dairying interests, but they should be given consideration 
by consumers generally. 

The arguments are not new. About the same line of charges have 
been made against oleomargarine. Brought to absolute sincerity, the 
dairy people would probably have to admit that their greatest solici
tude is for their profits. But they lay much larger stress upon the 
supposed menace to public health. 

This contention is not very well sustained. Dr. Lafayette B. Mendel, 
of Yale University, is quoted as saying: "The opponents of filled milks 
have tried to exclude them on the plea of menace to the public health. 
The claim is a specious one. The House bill represents the fight be
tween industrial interests, and I am confident that the medical pro
fession would not admit that any whole..some fo-0d is a menace. I 
have long contended that our national nutrition would be benefited if, 
instead of discarding the milk separated from the cream in the butter 
industry, we encourage the greater use of the nonfat part of the milk in 
the kitchen in the preparation of food." , 

Of coarse it will be admitted that most people prefer unskimmed 
and unfi1Ied milk to skimmed milk reinforced with coconut oil. Most 
people like batter better than oleomargarine. But many people can not 
have everything they prefer. And Congress has no business to hinder 
the production of food acknowledged to be wholesome because the com
petition of its manufacture endangers the high prices of other foods 
acknowledged to be of superior quality. 

[From the New Orleans States, May 4, 1922.] 
VITA.HlNJtS FOUND IN ORDINARY FOOD--DOCTOR HOLT SAYS DON' T--PEOPLJ: 

HAVE BECOME UNDULY EXCITED. 

(By John Goldtrom.) 
WASHINGTON, May 4.-The vita mine theory is a passing fad, and all 

the energizing qualities the average person requires are contained in 
ordinary food, Dr. L. Emmet Holt, of New York, told the Congress o:f 
American Physjc.ians and Surgeons. 

Doctor Holt said that while the study of vitamines had been of 
value to tbe medical profession in determining their places in dietetics 
he deplored the commercialization of special foods which has followed 
the publicity given the subject. 

" The recent stressing of the importance of vitamines in food is a 
fad which will pass and the medical profession should not be carried 
away by it," said Doctor Holt. "Before vitamines it was autointoxi
cation, and now we have been blaming our troubles on the lack o:f 
vitamines in certain foods. Practically all the common foods contain 
all the vitamines the average person needs." 

COTTOXSEED O:!, 

Hon. JAMES B. ASWELL, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DE.AR Mn. ASWELL : 

ARCTIC ICE CREAM Co., 
Detroit, Mich., .April ffl, 192'2. 

• * * * • • • 
We were able to get a small quantity of hydrogenated cottonseed oil 

which seemed to work out very satisfactorily, but the manufacturer 
of this oil was only able to give us an experimental quantity. He 
stated • • • that it would be six or eight months before he would 
have the necessary equipment installed to furnish us with sufficient 

quantities of this product. From the limited tests which we made of 
the hydrogenated cottonseed oil it sE>emed to be entirely satisfactory 
and we think we will be able to use this prt><luct. 

Just at the present time we are experimenting with th<? addition of 
various quantities of egg yolk to om· compound milk. The obje-ct tu 
addin~ the egg yolk is t-0 supply the fat soluble vitamines which the 
dairy mterests claim are lacking in compound milk. The egg yolk is 
very rich in tat soluble vitamines, considerably more so than butter fat. 
and it was our thought that by adding a small percentage of egg 
yolk to our compound milk we could iirovide the necessary fat soluble 
vitamines and offset all the claims of our opponents as to the milk 
not being as suitable as whole evaporated milk for the purposes o.f 
infant feeding. 

It is not our intention to sell this new product for purposes ot infant 
feeding. We will continue selling compound milk for cooking and 
baking purposes as we have been doing, but we will be able to meet 
the objections of the dairy interests by proving that our milk is forti
fied with the fat soluble vitamines which they claim are necessary. So 
if all this product is used for in1ant feeding it will be just as satis
factory from a nutritional standpoint as the regular whole evaporated 
milk. As a matter of fact, though very little evaporated milk of an_y 
kind is used for inlant feeding, the sweetened condensed milk is used 
al.most entirely for this purpose. 

We have been in the business for some time. and the first use of 
compound milk for infant feeding we ever heard of came to light in 
Pittsburgh just recently. Our sales manager happened to be there ou 
a trip and one of our broker salesmen asked him why we put the 
warning on the label, u Do not use in place of whole milk for infant 
feeding." Our sales manager replied that it is claimed by some people 
that com))Ound milk is not suitable for that purpose and that 1n the 
absence of more definite information we advised against its use. The 
salesman then replied that in calling on the retail trade a grocer had 
asked him about this use of compound milk and told him he knew o! 
a certain woman in the neighborhood who had raised her youngster 
on our compound milk and that he certainly was a healthy-looking young
ster. Out of curiosity we investigated the case. The child's mother 
told us she had raised the infant on "Ca.rolene" and that he was 
perfectly healthy and normal in every respect. Our sales manager, 
Mr. Carroll, brought back a photograph of him, and he certainly is 
the picture of health. Nevertheless, we do not sell our milk for pur
poses of infant feeding. No form of canned milk should be used for 
that purpose, and very little evaporated whole milk or compound milk 
is so used. 

On the other hand, a considerable quantity of sweetened condensed 
milk is used, and the Borden Co.. who are active in supporting this 
bill have built up a considerable business from the use of their 
"EB.gle" brand sweetened condensed milk for this purpose. We can 
get any number of nutritional experts who will tell us that Borden's 
"Eagle•• brand sweetened condensed milk is a very poor infant food 
and that the lar,ge excess ot sugar contained in it is very apt to result 
in digestional. disorders in infants. We feel they are doing infinitely 
more harm to the youth of the Nation in advertising and pushing the 
sale of their sweetened condensed milk for infant-feeding purposes than 
can ever result from the use of compound milk. 

We are going to have a feeding te~t conducted using our new com
pound milk, containing egg yolks and regular whole evaporated milk, 
and compare results. Our chemists tell us they are certain the new 
compound milk will prove to be just as goo~. if not better, ~ a growth
promoting food than reguhlr evaporated milk. We are going to have 
these tests run by two di1rerent independent laboratories, but it will 
be some time before the results will be available. 

• • • 
Yours truly, 

Hon. J. B. AsWELL, 

• • • 
CAROLENJ.l PBODUCTS Co., 

By GL&-"< P. COWAN. 

CHICAGO, ApriZ !8, 1922. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
DE.AR 1\IR. AswELL : I just received a copy of one of the latest books 

on the subject of vitamines. It is- entitled " The Vitamine ;• and is by 
H. C. Sherman, professor of food chemistry, Columbia University, and 
S. L. Smith, speeialist in biological and food chemistry, United States 
Department of Agriculture. Both of these men are considered authori
ties in the field of biological chemistry. 

On page 182 of this book they comment on the fat soluble vitam.ine 
content of skimmed milk as follows: 

"It is important to n.ote that milk contains much more of the fat 
soluble vita.mine than is contained in its fat globules. According to :i. 
brief statement made by McCollum, the vitamine A in a given volume of 
milk is about e<iually divided between the fat globules and the aqueous 
portion. Thls would mean that skimmed milk will contain about one
half as much vitamine A as whole milk, and dry skimmed milk will be 
about one-third as rich in vitamine A as is butter fat. Sherm.an, Mac
Leod, and Kramer (1920 proceedings Soc. Exptl. Biol: Med,, vol. lJ, 
p. 41) while not measurrng quantitatively the relative amounts in 
whole 'and skimmed milk, bave confirmed tbe fact that skimmed milk 
is an important source of vita.mine A, though, of course, by no means 
comparable with whole milk in this respect." 

This is of particular interest to me, in that the statement previously 
made by l\IcCollum is corroborated by Sherman, MacLeod, and Kramer. 
Compound milk, of cour e, has all of the water soluble B and C vita
mines which regular whole evaporated miJk contains, and accorcllng to 
the above approximately one-half of the fat soluble A vitamines. It 
would seem then, by the addition of a quantity of egg yolk, which is 
known to be very rich in fat soluble vitamine A, we can make our com
pound milk just as valuable from tbe vitamine standpoint as is regula.r 
whole evaporated milk. 

• • • • • • • 
We are arranging now to get the feeding experiments started, and 

as soon as the re~ults are available I will send taem to you. 
Yours truly, 

CAROLJlNll PRODUCTS CO., 
By GLEN P. COWAN. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. ASWELL. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the R.EcoRD. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks 

unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? [After ~ pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to extend my ~ 

mark in the RECORD. 
The CHAIRl\IA.i..~. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks 

unanimous consent to · extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

l\fr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from Iowa [1\lr, HAUGEN], 

:Mr. HA.UGEN. Mr. Chairman, the object of the legislation 
proposed in the so-called filled milk bill, now before the House, 
i to suppress fraud and deception by prohibiting the manufac
ture and shipment of filled milk in interstate or foreign com
merce, a counterfeit generally conceded to be a gross menace 
to public health, especially to that of infant.s and invalids. The 
manufacture and use of filled milk, the bogus milk, has re
sulted in undernourishment and faulty diet, and has undoubt
edly caused much disease and loss of life. 

According to the testimony printed in the hearings, the bu i
ness of making filled milk is profitable and flourishing. Accord
ing to figmes furnished the Bureau of Markets, the manufac
ture of the substitute has increased from 30,488,267 pounds in 
ca ·e goods in 1917 to 84,044,000 in 1920, about 275 per cent. 
Bulk goods decreased from 4.u40,640 pounds to 2,517,000 during 
tM -· period, a net increase in the production in three years of 
51,532,098 pounds. According to the statement of l\ir. McKee, 
representing the Hebe Co., that company has about ~~ plants 
in the States of Washington, Oregon, Idaho, California. Colo
rado·, Wisconsin, Illinois, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and New 
York, scattered from the Pacific to the Atlantic coast. 

The process of manufacturing this product is simpl~. The 
cream or butter fat i withdrnwn from the whole milk and coco
nut fat is substituted in its place. This i · done at a low ex
pense. The profit to tbe manufacturer is largely in removing 
and "'elling the butter fat, the superior product, which is now 
elling at about 42 cents a pound, and importing the coconut 

fat, the present price of whieh Ls from 9 to 12 cents a pound, 
anrl substituting it for the butter fut removed. This, at pres
ent prices, nets a profit of 30 cents a pound on every pound 
.. ubstituted, or as stated by Mr. McKee in hearings on filled 
milk before the Committee on Agriculture: 

:Mr. McKEE. Ont of the amount which it would take to make a case 
of mlik-105 pound . Then the coconut fat which we substitute 
for the butter fat costs us 12 cents. That ls the present market. 
'!'hen the cost of that 3.744 pounds of butter fat would be forty-four 
and a fraction cents-ab-Out 4v cents. So the gain to us by the extrac
tion of the butter fat and the substitution of the coconut oil is a little 
over 86 cents a case. To-day the price of evaporated milk in carload 
lot ~ in Chicago, where we sell it, is $5. The price of Hebe in Chicago 
in carload lots is $3.60. In other words, we get $1.40 more a case for 
evaporated milk than we get for the compound, making a difference 
in the selling price of the two products of $1.40 (p. 87). 

The gentleman from Alabama seems to contend that the value 
of one product is equal to that of the other. 

Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman yield? I did not make 
that proposition. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The nutritive value of unadulterated milk 
and butter fat is well known, both in its use by human beings 
and animals. As to the wholesomeness of milk, as compared to 
that of the substitute, I refer to the statement of Dr. E. \. 
MeCullom, of the School of Hygiene and Public Health, Johns 
'Hopkins University, who, during the last 15 years, has confined 
his efforts solely to the study of nutrition problems and is gen
erally recognized as the greatest authority on the subject. I 
quote from Doctor McCullom's statement before the committee: 

:Kow, gentlemen, during the last 15 yea.rs I have confined my efforts 
olely to the study of nutritio11 problems. Everyone who iii compe~ 

tent to speak on this subject is in accord with every statement which 
I have ever made. (P. 20.) 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Does this product sour the same as other milk? 
Doctor McCULLOM . .Any milk that has been sterilized does · not ~our 

as ordinary milk sours. The souring of milk is due to the growth 
of the lactic acid producing organism, and that, of course, is destroyed 
in the process of sterilization. 

l\Ir. TEN EYCK. Then it is like condensed milk in that respect? 
Doctor McCULLOM. Yes. (P . 11.) 

• • • • • • • 
Doctor MCCOLLUM. There are three substances now commonly known 

as vHamines which the diet must contain in order to promo"te i:;a.tis
factory health in any animal or in any human being. This being t he 
case, it behooves us to consider what foods contain t hese substances 
the chemical influence of which we do not know, but the physiologicai 
effects of the lack of which in the di.et we fully understand, both from 
human experience and from animal experimentation. It behooves u 
to inquire where we can secure each of these t hree substances in at
i factory amounts. 

All that, gentleman, has. come down to this, that there are only 
three kinds of diet which ever have succeeded in the satisfactory nu
trition of men or animals. One of those does not concern us very 
much here, but for the sake of completeness I will mention it. That 
is the strictly carnivorous dieti t he diet where one animal eats another 
or where man eats an anima . Some of the American Indians were 
carnivorous people. The Eskimos are carnivorous people. There are 
a few examEles elsewhere, but they form only small groups of the 
human fami y, 

The second type of diet which succeeds is of green leafy 
ve~etables, of which we eat very small amounts. We do not like these 
thmgs; we never have leamed to like them : anll we are not likely to 
come to the unpalatable, unattractive diet \Yhich bas been forced b~· 
poverty on millions of orientals. · 

I might say that this one outstanding feature of the diet of the 
oriental people. the consumption of enormous amounts of leafy vege
tables, such as . pinach, lettuce, cauliflowel', Brussels sprouts, sweet 
po-tato leaf, vines, etc., is t he factor which makes those peoole as suc
cessful as they are. But how successful an· they 'l Look at the China
man who does yom· laundry antl &ee what he is. Almost without ex
ception he is an undersized individual. He is poorly developed physi
cally. Look at the Japanese-a small and physically inferior people. 
The Japanese children born in California in the last 15 years are 
larger in both sexes and in all ages, uotalJly larger, than are the. 
children of Japanese born in Japan. Why? .Just because the diet of 
America is a better diet than the diet of Japan. 

The third type of diet which ucceeds is the diet which in Europe, 
in America. and on the plains of Asia has l>een used from time imme
morial. That is the diet consisting of cereal , tubers, legume seeds, 
and meats, along with liberal amounts of dairy productf(. The cook 
has in truth been the fm:ter mother of the human race. 

• • * • • 
Now, gentlemen. look at wbat exi ts to-day. There are no finer 

people anywhere in th world than the Arabs, the Bedouins of Arabia, 
the tribes of the Sahara, who are all milk drinkers. The finest people 
in Europe are the people of Rumania. Bulgaria, and the Balkan . States 
generally, of Scandinavia, of Switzerland, Scotland, and parts of 
England, those places where milk and dairy products form one of the 
prominent, the most prominent constituent of the diet (pp. 20 and 21). 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yon spoke awhile ago, Doctor, of the great races on 
the Asia tic plains that used .sour ruilk; you u ed the word "sour." 

Doctor 1\IcCOLLUM. Yes. sir. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I would like a little more light on that subject, along 

with the buttermilk question. 
Doctor MCCOLLUM. * * * If milk is boiled and some of the constit

uent elements or acids destroyed, then it rot and become unfit for use. 
But if t hey allow it .to '1!our, it does .not rot ~nd.they have the whoJe
ome advantage of its use. There i • no obJcct10n to the som· milk 

itself; it is wholesome. 
Mr. THOMPSON. How about butteTmilk? 
Doctor MCCOLLUM. Buttermilk is whole:-;ome, except that buttermilk i. 

milk from which the fat has been extracted and a certain amount ot 
sugar in it ha been t ransformed into an acid. 

Mr. TE:-< EYCK. Does not buttermilk create n certain acid or germ 
in the stomach or intestine which dest roys other and harmful germs. 
and is not that the reason whv the Belgians are the longest-lived 
people, due to the eating of the rm·d. which creates this helpful germ., 

Doctor MCCOLLUM. Yes; there are some acids in buttermilk which are 
good in other ways, anyway. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Let me a:;k you, if milk were not used at all and 
vegetable oil sub.stitnted, what effect would it have? 

Doctor MCCOLLUM. It would make the interior a skeleton. so to speak, 
and affect the life h'istory and longevity of the individual and hasten 
the time at which ·enlle characteristics would appear. (P. 36.) 

• 
Doctor MCCOLLUM. Du1·ing the last two years we have been studying 

one of the greatest national health problems: that is, the problem of 
rickets in children. Rickets is faulty bone growth. I can not tell you 
bow frequent it is. Recovery is the rule, but recovery with phys1cal 
lnferio1·ity is also the rule. Recovery with more or less physical de
formity is also the rule. • * • Doctor He:;is, one of the famous 
physicians in New York. ~ ays that nearly 100 per cent of the ch}ld.ren 
of New York have rickets. In Baltimore ome of the famous speciabsts 
_say that fTom 50 to 60 per cent of our children have rickets in in
fancy. (P. 30.) 

* • • 
Doctor MCCOLLUM. We have in this country, mostly throughout the 

South, a disease called pellagra. Pellagra wa ~ discovered in tbi& coun
try about 1908 or 1909. It had been alarmingly on the increase up to 
about two or three years ago, up to 1917, when we found, according 
to the Public Health Service repre ·entatlves, that there were about 
170,000 people with that disease. * * * 

The great research in pellagra has been tlone by Dr. Joseph Golc1-
berger, of the Public Health Service. Ile has shown very clearly that 
it i a di ease of the undernomished, of the poorly nourished. It is a 
disease which -the well fed never have. antl those who have it in a mild 
way, in the early stages, recover on a satisfactory diet, and there is 
no other effective treatment for it than satisfactory diet. 

• • • Doctor Goldl>erger has hown conclusively-and his papers 
are in the public health reports-that pellagra disappears from orphan
ages , from insane asylums, nnd from ho pitals when pellagra patients 
are fed on the right kind of diet. In 1fl16 be produce<l pellagra e.xperi· 
mentally in man. in the case of 5 or G out of 11 volunteers from the 
State prison of Missi8t:ippi (p. !?-!) . 

$ • * • * • 
Mr. KINCHELOE. The point I am a king for information on is this : 

If it is not deleterious to the health of the individual-
Doctor MCCOLLUM (interpoF.tng I. It i:s deleterious. 
Mr. KINCHELOE (continuing) . When it is u ed in baking, cookil\;, 

and in coffee, if it is not ddeterions when o used, why should th~ 
people who want t o use it be deprived of it? 

Doctor MCCOLLUM. I Rhoµld say t hat these defect. in these substi 
tutes will not take the place of the milk. if we are to have an optimum 
diet; if we are to have an optimum diet, yon have got to adhere to 
the milk. If you take something out of it--

1\lr. KINCH.EWE. • * * I am going to agree with you that it is 
not good for infants. 

Doctor MCCOLLUM. It is not good for adult. either. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. You said awhile ago that it was not deleterious for 

use in baking, cooking, and in coffee. ' 
Doctor MCCOLLUM. It is deleterious. in so far a s it crowds out other 

things that are in t he whole milk, and which these ubstitnte are in
tended to take the place of (pp. 84, 35). 

* • * • * * * 
· Doctor MCCOLLUM. The thing for us to do. gentlemen . is this: We 
are as a Nation now using approximately hall a pint of milk per day 
per person. * * * We should take at lea. t a quart of milk per day, 
or its equival.ent, and we shoulcl reduce our meat consumption to ap-
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proximately 5 pn cent of the total energy value of the diet; whereas 
we are now t a kin g f rom 10 to 13 per cent, according to statistics I 
have gather ed in numeroa boys' schools and other institutions. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Wha t would be your substitute for that meat? 
Doctor McCoLL O)l. The substitute would be the quantity of milk 

which I have described-a quut of milk per day for every individual 
in the land, half as much meat as we are taking, and then the cultiva
tion of the practice of using green salad dishes just as far as our appe
tites and our interest in our own physical well-being will permit us to. 
(P. 26.) 

• • • • • • • 
Doctor MCCOLLUM. To make it as clear to you as I can, let me say 

that this is not a matter of a single experiment; it is a correlation which 
we can make t hrough an experience covering 15 years and covering 
about 4,000 carefully conducted feeding experiments of all degrees of 
length from a few weeks to the full span of life of the animals. (P. 23.) 

• • • • • • • 
Doctor MCCOLLUM. My parting statement, gentlemen, will be this, 

that there ls no question but what milk is the only food for which 
there is no effective substitute. It is not a question of whether there 
is some food value in skimmed milk, as to whether we can not get along 
in some peculiar situation, that on.e might not get along it a suitable 
amount of eggs were included in the diet every day. It is not a ques
tion whether technically you can bring before a legislative committee 
of this sort a situation which might work in a satisfactory manner 
without this food. But this is the point, that we are educated to use 
milk. We are a people who tor hundreds of generations have depended 
upon dairy products as a prominent article of our diet. We know how 
to use it, and we like it. We have an agricultural industry which can 
not remain a permanent one--there can be no permanent system of 
agriculture without an animal industry to go with it. Which animal 
industry are you going to maintain? 

This is not a public health aspect in its nearer relations, but in its 
fundamental relations it is. How are you going to maintain a per
manent system of agriculture? Phosphorus and potassium are the 
limiting factors in the soil of America. We have no deposits of phos
phorus and no adequate deposits of calcium that will meet the agricul
tural needs of this country for fertilizer. If we are going to take off 
the farms continually the cereals and other crops, if we are going to 
remove the valuable food from the farm, then we sell the fertility of 
our farms. You will be doing then what has been done in New England, 
in New York, in Pennsylvania, and 1s now being done in the North
western States j you will crop your soils out until they will produce no 
more until cenain elements are put back, because they were robbed 
from the soil. (Pp. 32 and 33.) 

Doctor Erf, of the Ohio State University, secretary of the Ohio 
Dairymen's Association, and their feeding adviser, stated before 
the committee : 

We had a number of experimental cages of white mice. As near as 
I can recall, those that were fed on Hebe weighed about 45 grammes 
and those that were fed on milk weighed 182, I think. (P. 165.) 

The testimony of Doctor McCollum · and Doctor Erf and the 
facts ascertained in the many actual experiments should satisfy 
all that the use of counterfeit is deleterious to the health of 
not only infants but adults as well. 

Eleven States have enacted laws restricting the sale of filled 
milk-Oregon, California, Utah, Colorado, Wisconsin, Ohio, 
New York, New Jersey, Maryland, Florida, and Connecticut. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I have heard what- the gentle
man said about this fraud that ls being practiced, if there is 
fraud practiced, but I would like to have the gentleman tell us 
where he gets the constitutional authority for prohibiting the 
shipment of this food in interstate commerce when it has been 
shown by the author of the bill, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. VOIGT], that it is not injurious or deleterious to human 
health, but merely unwholesome. Where do you get your con
stitutional authority for prohibiting the shipment? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Let us settle the first question as to its being 
a fraud and injurious to human health. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. In view of the child labor 
law the first decision in the child labor law--

Mr. HAUGEN. When we have settled the first question we 
will have no trouble in settling the second-the constitution
ality of the bill. 

Mr. VOIGT. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. The gentleman can not deny 

that nux vomica will kill a mouse, but will not contend that it 
would necessa1ily kill a human being? 

Mr. HAUGEN. If you will turn to the testimony before the 
committee, which I have quoted from Doctor McCollum, an un
questioned authority on this matter, you will find that he states 
that it is defeterious to the health of not only infants but adults 
as well. The investigation made and · the facts ascertained by 
Doctor McCollum and Mr. Erf go to show that it is injurious to 
health, and if injurious to health and a fraud. Congress un
doubtedly bas the power to regulate its manufacture and sale 
in interstate commerce. 

One contention is that the pure food and drugs act requires 
the labeling of cans, and if that law is properly enforced no 
further legislation is required. Labeling is important, but it is 
not sufficient in itself to protect the public health. The labeling 
of the cans in which the substitute is sold does not protect the 
vast number of people who are unknowingly served with it in 
hotels, restaurants, and boarding houses; besides, there are 
thousands of people in this country who can not read a label. 

The substitute is bought largely by the ignorant. Many do not 
even look at the label, much less read it, when purchasing it. 
Evidently much of it is labeled to conform with the pure food 
and drugs act. as, for instance, the Hebe, a popular brand, is 
labeled: 

Net contents 1 lb. Avoirdupois. Hebe Reg. U. S. Pat. 01'1'. A Com
pound of Evaporated Skimmed Milk and Vegetable Fat. Contains 7.8 
per cent vegetable fat: 25.5 per cent total solids. The Hebe Company. 
Offices : Chicago-Seattle, U. S. A. 

And also contains the statement-
For Cooking, Baking, Co.tree. Do Not Use In Place of Milk for 

Infants. 

To this there ls no charge made as to misbranding food in 
interstate commerce. If not properly labeled, or if misbranded, 
the Department of Agriculture could, under the pure food and 
drugs act, suppress the practice. 

In discussing the matter of properly marking the cans in 
which the filled milk is sold and printing a warning on the 
containers against the use of the substitute for certain pur
poses, Doctor McCollum had the following to say before the com
mittee: 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Why could they not be protected by the prescription 
on here saying, " Do not do that " ? 

Doctor MCCOLLUM. That would protect those who are capable ot 
reading and who take the trouble to interpret the labels, but I am 
speaking in behalf of those tens of thousands of uneducated mothers, 
of foreign mothers who a.re not capable of reading that label. We are 
protecting the pubiic against poisonous drugs, in so far as it is possible, 
by laws and ethical considerations regulating the actions of phar
macists. That is the best we can do (p. 34). 

Undoubtedly much of this substitute is sold as real compound 
milk and not as filled milk, and at the same price as the real 
article. The following testimony before the committee would 
so indicate. 

Mr. ENGELS. I might also add, supplementing his remark, I was 
dictating a little to my stenographer yesterday afternoon. He had 
just gotten back from a visit to New Hampshire, and the people he 
visited up there were paying 17 cents a can for Carotene and thought 
it was a full evaporated milk, and they were amazed when they found 
out that it was not (p. 169). 

Mr. CLAGUE. In connection with what the gentleman has stated, I 
wish to have it appear in the record that I inquired at a large number 
of stores in Washington just to find out the price of Hebe within this 
last two weeks, and condensed milk, and almost without exception the 
price was the same. I did not go to 156, but I went to quite a large 
number of th.e leading grocers in this city. 

* • * • * * * 
Doctor LARSON. Week before last the e 156 sto. res sold the real prod

uct for 9 cents for the large can and the filled milk for 10 cents (p. 126). 

Another matter worthy of consideration is the importance of 
agriculture, its f-uture progress and prosperity, which is the very 
foundation of our Nation's growth and greatness. All wealth 
springs from l\Iother Earth. Our bread basket was essential in 
winning the war. All agree that upon the tiller of the soil de
pends the stability of our Nation and the happiness of our 
people. When we turn to the census reports we find that more 
than half of the American people live in rural districts. We 
find that more than 6,000,000 farmers and 6,000,000 farm labor
ers, tilling more than 6,000,000 farms, produced last year 5.600,-
000,000 bushels of cereals, which is about one-third of the pro
duction of cereals in the world, and about 917,000,000 bushels of 
wheat, which is about one-third of the wheat produced in all the 
world. We have 43,000,000 head of cattle, 23,300,000 milch cows, 
giving more than 8,500,000,000 gallons of milk. We have 71.000,-
000 swine, 49,000,000 sheep, and 19,500,000,000 pounds of meat, 
pork and mutton. Our factories and mills have for some time 
been running on part time, with only 35 per cent product ion. 
This has not caused much disturbance. True, there is an occa
sional local disturbance here and there. The failure of a crop, 
or only a 35 per cent production of erop, would cause not only a 
national calamity, but great alarm throughout the world. The 
fertility and productivity of the soil, the yield, and the crops are 
dependent upon the dairy cow. Without the dairy, the rejuve
nating of the soil, we would have a shrinkage in yield and deple
tion of the soil, and as a result the farms would be deserted. 
If so, the dairy and this legislation is not only to the interest 
of our 6,000,000 farmers and 6,000,000 wage earners on the 
farm, but to all of our people. It is unnecessary to say that 
just laws to prohibit the manufacture and sale of the counter
feit and an honest enforcement of such law , are necessary. 

In my opinion fraud, made possible by counterfeiting, should 
not be tolerated. It should be prohibited in every form. In 
my opinion the counterfeiting of . milk is just as unjust, if not 
more so, as the counterfeiting of gold dollars. Counterfeiting 
a $10 gold piece robs the victim of $10. The counterfeiting of 
100 pounds of butter fat, worth $35, by sub tituting for it 100 
pounds of coconut fat. worth $12, and selling the compound at 
milk prices, not only robs the victim of $23, but if served to 
infants or invalids it may rob him of his child or other member 
of his family. 
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The counterfeit of milk is on a par with the counterfeiting 

oleo for butter. We have had much experience with oleo laws. 
Thirty-two States, with five-sixths of our total population, en
acted laws prohibiting the sale of yellow oleomargarine. Ac
cording to Secretary Gage's report, 5,492 dealers were then 
engaged in selling the counterfeit oleo in violation of the State 
laws. They sold in 1889 in those 32 States 62,825,582 pounds 
of yellow oleomargarine made in semblance of butter, while 
1,501 dealers sold 16,860,141 pounds in the remaining States. 
Iowa had a drastic ln. w prohibiting the coloring of substitutes 
in imitation of butter or cheese, and requiring that every pack
age be plainly marked " Substitute for butter," and that each 
sale be accompanied by a verbal notice and printed statement 
that the article was an imitation and giving the address of 
the maker, and also requiring that the use of the imitation in 
hotels and bakeries must be made known by signs. Neverthe
less, as shown by Secretary Gage's report, three dealers sold 
79,927 pounds of yellow oleomargarine in the year 1889 in the 
State of Iowa, every pound of it sold in violation of the law 
and. every pound thus sold displaced a pound of butter and 
r obhed the dairy producer of his legitimate market. B. P. 
Norton, then dairy commissioner of Iowa, stated in a letter: 

I have no doubt that we are injured $2,500,000 every year for the 
benefit of the oleomargarine pr<>ducer and the consumers are not at 
all benented. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippt Mr. Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield? 

l\lr. HAUGIDN. We all believe in just laws and an honest 
administration of such laws. We can not be contented with 
anything else. Legislation not to deprive an individual, corpo
ration, or interest of a single dollar honestly acquired, but 
legi lation to promote progress, prosperity, and happiness to 
all our people, to see to it that nobody is imposed upon, that 
all are given adequate protection against counterfeiting, re. 
ulting in fraud and deception; yes, against any invasion on 

the part of unscrupulous interests in order that we may ha-ve 
the fullest development of every worthy and legitimate enter
prise, certainly legislation to protect the health and lives of 
our people. [Applause.] 

I ask unfillimous consent to incorporate in my remarks ex
cerpts from the hearings. 

The CHAIH.MAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to 
re•i ~e and extend my remarks. 

The CHAIHMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's re
quest? • 

'l'here wns no objection. 
1\Ir . .JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 

gentlemar. from Louisiana [Mr. LAzARo]. 
'l'he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is rec

ognized for five minutes. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have 

more people here to hear the discussion. I make the point of 
order that there is no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] Ninety-six Members are present-not 
a quorum. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chalrman, I ask fQr tellers. 
The OHAIR1\1AN. No quorum is present. The Clerk will 

call the roll. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 

to answer to their names: 
Andrew, Mass. Copley 
Anthony Coughlin 
A. tkeson Crago 
Barkley Cram ton 
Beck Crowther 
Blakeney Cullen 
Bland, Ind. Dale 
Bland, Va. Davis, IDnn. 
Boles Dempsey 
Brand Dickinson 
Britten Drane 
Brooks, Pa. Drewry 
Brown, Tenn. Driver 
Burke Dunbar 
Can trill Dunn 
Carew Ellis 
Chandler, N. Y. Evans 
Chandler, Okla. Fairchild 
Christopherson Favrot 
Clark, Fla Fenn 
Classon Fess 
Cockran Fields 
Cole, Iowa. Fish 
Collins Focht 
Connell F<>rdney 
Connolly,... Pa. Foster 
Cooper, uhio. Free 

French 
Frothingham 
Gallivan 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Glynn 
Goodykoontz 
Gould 
Graham, Ill. 
Graham, Pa. 
Griest 
Griffin 
Hammer 
Hawley 
Himes 
Hogan 
Hudspeth 
ITeland 
James 
Jefferis, Nebr. 
Johnson, S. Dak. 

. .Johnson, Wash. 
Kahn, Calif. 
Kelley, Mich. 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kendall 
Kennedy 
Kindred 

Kinkaid 
Kitchin 
Kline, N. Y. 
Knight 
Kraus 
Kreider 
Kunz 
Langley 
Larson, Minn. 
Layton 
Linthicum 
McArthur 
McFadden 
McKenzie 
McLaughlin, Pa. • 
McPherson 
Maloney 
Mann 
Mansfield 
MicbaelS<Jn 
?tlllls 
Mondell 
Montoya 
Moore, Ill. 
Morin 
Mudd 
Nelson, A. P. 

Nelson, J. M. Reber Stafford 
Newton, Minn. Riordan Stiness 
Nolan Rogers Stoll 
O'Brien Rosenbloom Strong, Pa. 
Ogden Rouse Sullivan 
Oldfield Rucker Sweet 
Olpp Ryan Tague 
Paige Sabath Taylor, Ark. 
Park, Ga. Sanders, Ind. Taylor, Colo. 
Patterson, N. J. Sears TTaymalorn, 'Ienn. 
Pringey Sinnott ill 
Rainey, Ala. Smith, Idaho Tilson 
Rainey, Ill. Smithwick Tinkham 
Reavis Snyder Tread\Vay 

Tyson 
Upshaw 
Vaile 
Vare 
Walters 
Wason 
Wheeler 
Williams, Tex 
Winslow 
Wise 
Wood, Ind. 

Thereupon the committee rose; and the Speaker having re
sumed the chair, Mr. HrcKs, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com
mittee, having under consideration the bill (H. R. 8086) to 
prohibit the shipment o:t filled milk in interstate or foreign 
commerce and finding itself without a quorum, he had caused 
the roll to be called, whereupon 270 Members responded to their 
names, a quorum, and he submitted a list of absentees for entry 
in the J ournaL 

The SPEAKER. The committee will resume its session. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time now stands as follows : The gen

tleman from Arkansas [Mr. JACOWAY] has 70 minutes remain
ing. The gentleman from Wisconsin [l\.fr. VornT] has 61 min
utes remaining. The Ohair recognizes the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LAZARO]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is recog
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, yesterday we passed the bill 
giving agriculture representation on the Federal Reserve Board, 
and soon we will pass the bill extending the time of the War 
Finance Corporation. Both of these bills are nonpartisan and 
me1'itorious and should become law. I wish to discuss both 
bills briefly, first the bill giving agriculture representation on 
the Federal Reserve Board. 

When we take into consideration the fact that the Federal 
Reserve Board is not created for the purpose of making loans 
only, but to decide on a general policy to be pursued, it seems 
to me highly desirable that the various basic activities of this 
country should be represented on the board. It is important 
that there should be on this board some man who is agricnl
turally minded, who appreciates the effect upon agriculture and 
upon prices of certain large policies in administrating our great 
credit machinery. I think it is highly desirable that inasmuch 
as the law already provides for representation, industrially and 
commercially, we should add agriculture, which certainly is the 
basic and fundamental industry of this country. Surely all 
must agree that in considering, financially, industrially, and 
commercially, the industries of the country, agriculture also 
should be included. 

The bill extending the thne of the War Finance Corporation 
merely extends the operation of credit facilities we are already 
familiar with. I was one of those who helped to revive the 
War Finance Corporation, and I do not know of any other meas
ure that did more to help agriculture and business throughout 
the United States than this measure. The people are just be
ginning to learn its benefits and are asking that it be continued. 
It is realized now more than ever that it is absolutely necessary 
to have better credit facilities in order to have ample produc
tion and intelligent marketing. We are not asking for special 
benefits for special sections or classes, but fair and equal treat
ment for all the people engaged in all the industries of the 
country. When all the industries are represented in the opera
tions of our laws there will be less contempt for the law and 
more progperity and happiness among our people. 

Agriculture has been brought to a point where its future is 
imperiled, where it is bound to go backward unless real relief is 
to · come soon. The need of a constructive national program 
looking to the rebuilding of agriculture is absolutely necessary. 
That fact is appreciated by business men and laborers every
where. It is plain to all now that there must be production and 
progperity on the farms if we are to have employment and good 
wages in the cities. What contributes to the progperity of agri
culture unquestionably benefits all industries. It is not class 
legislation to demand that agriculture has as good credit facil
ities as any other business. It is legislation in the interest of 
all classes. It seems to me that it is high time for us to under
stand that if we are to revive agriculture, business, employment, 
and prosperity in this country we must adopt a national con
structive agricultural program. 

First. This program must include representation of agricul
ture in the Government bureaus that have to decide upon 



7590 OONGRESSION AL RECORD-HOUSE. }f.AY 24, 

policies governing loans. There must be longer terms and a 
lo"·er rate of interest. 

Second. The perfecting of our laws facilitating cooperative 
marketing. 

Third. Laws punishing severely illegitimate speculation in 
the exchanges of the country. The larger part of the living 
cost to-day is added to the price of food and clothes after they 
leave the farmers' door. This the consumers in the big centers 
should understand, and when they do I am sure they will co
operate and support us in demanding that our system of dis
tribution be protected from these gamblers. 

Fourth. The extension of better warehousing facilities, where 
our products can be stored without danger of being damaged by 
the elements, graded intelligently, and negotiable certificates 
can be issued permitting the owners to use them in their daily 
business transactions. 

Fifth. Perfecting of the farm loan system, with the view of 
encouraging home owner ship. This is not only good business 
but it is Yital to the preservation of our country and its institu
tions against the spread of radicalism. 

Sixth. The recognition of the tariff as a nonpolitical and 
economic problem, with the view of giving equal protection to 
our agricultural products that is given to our manufactured 
products, not with the idea of enriching a few at the expense 
of the many, but reasonable protection to maintain our Ame1i
can standard of wages and liYing. 

Se\enth. Better and cheaper transportation facilities, which 
will come to us only when we adopt a comprehensive system 
of transportation, coordinating the use of good roads, railroads, 
and waterways. 

Eighth. Business and economy in local, State, and National 
government, with the view of reducing the burden of taxation. 
We are going through a period of reconstruction and unrest, 
and I believe our people are more interested in the immediate 
and proper solution of these big problems than they are in 
politics. I believe, too, that they expect us to work here as 
Americans rather than partisans in passing the laws that are 
necessary to give the country relief. [Applause. J 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks 
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there 
objection? 

There was no obje_ction. 
Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen

tleman from Iowa [Mr. TOWNER]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized 

for five minutes. 
Mr. TOW~TER. Mr. Chairman, I shall support this bill with

out any hesitation. Its purpose is to prevent the shipment in 
interstate commerce of an article which is at once fraudulent 
and injurious. There is not any question in my mind as to the 
constitutionality of this act. The evidence before the commit
tee and the report of the committee show clearly that while it 
is labeled correctly, it is sold as a fraudulent product; that it 
is represented to be milk; that it is sold as milk when, as a 
matter of fact, it is not milk. 

Perhaps the most valuable element in milk is the butter fat, 
which in filled milk has been entirely removed. The most 
valuable constituent of butter fat is that mysterious and hith
erto almost unknown substance that we now call "vitamine," 
and without which it is virtually impossible to sustain human 
life. The substitute which is used for butter fat is entirely 
without vitamine, and therefore that which is of most value 
in the milk, which is admitted to be the most valuable of all 
human food, has been abstracted and taken a way from this 
product. 

The evidence before the committee shows quite clearly that 
this product is sold in the neighborhoods where in man:· cases 
the people are either so ignorant or so unacquainted with the 
English language that they can not know and do not understand 
the labels that are placed upon it, and in that way it is in fact a 
fraud that is perpetrated upon them. 

The evidence also shows that it is represented in many cases 
by the dealers in milk to be really evai:wrated or condensed milk, 
which it is not. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TOWNER. Yes. 
?ilr. WALSH. This measure, of course, will not prevent these 

ignorant people from purchasing it if they live in the States 
which manufacture it? 

Mr. TOWNER. The gentleman is correct. 
Mr. WALSH. Would the gentleman contend that we would 

have jurisdiction to prohibit the shipment of skimmed milk in 
interstate commerce because it did not contain the butter fat? 

Mr. TOWNER. I do not know whether we would or not. 
That is not the proposition, and we have not the evidence as to 
that that we have in this case. The evidence in this case clearly 
establishes the fact that there i. a fraud being perpetrated in 
the sale of this milk in interstate commerce; and if it is a 
fraud, then it is constitutional to prohibit its transportation in 
interstate commerce. If it is a misbranded article, it is per
fectly within the jurisdiction of Congress to prevent its being 
sold in any form. The pure food law has been sustained upon 
almost every possible ground that could be imagined. And the 
Supreme Court has always held that if the article sold was 
deleterious, that if it was in any wn_y a fraudulent article, It 
could be prohibited from interstate commerce; and in this case 
the testimony goes so far as to show that so eminent an author
ity as one of the physicians of J_ohns Hopkins University says 
that an infant fed on this milk would certainly have rickets 
within a short time. That is the condition under which this bill 
is presented. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. TOWNER. Has the gentleman any further t ime that he 
can grant me? 

1\1r. VOIGT. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 
i\Ir. TOWNER. Now, why should not this legislation be 

passed? If it is constitutional under the authorities, why 
should we not protect the lives of the children of the United 
States? If we can be of any a sistance within our lawfully 
constituted powers in so vitally important a matter, ought we 
not to do it? If a fraud is being perpetrated which is in
jurious to the health of the babies and the children of the 
United States, ought we not to do our part to try to prevent it? 

Mr. WALSH. I dislike to interrupt the gentleman when he 
has such a short time, but why does not this come under the 
pure food· law as it is now on the books? If this be a fraud 
and deleterious, why does it not come under the pure food law? 

Mr. TOWNER. Simply becam~e under the provisions of the 
pure food law, unless it is misbranded, even when it is an 
adulteration of an article, if it is not misbranded it may be 
sold. Of course, the difference lies purely in the fact that this 
is not, in fact, misbranded. It is given some kind of an artificial 
name, and the wrong and the injury comes because it js, in 
fact, in the form of milk, and is sold in cans of exactly the same 
size, and those who purchase it are made to believe that it is, 
in fact, conden. ed milk, so that in reality it is a fraud perpe
trated upon the people who above all others in the world ought 
not to be injured. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e:x_tired. 
Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 

Minnesota [l\fr. KNUTSON]. 
Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, the so-called Voigt filled

milk bill is one of the most meritorious measures to come befo1e 
this House in a long time. The bill seeks to put a stop to a 
flagrant fraud that has been perpetrated upon the babies of the 
Nation for a number of years, and its passage has been urged 
by \vomen's clubs and civic bodies as well as farmers' organiza
tions from every section of our land. 

Just what does this bill propose? Simply this: To prevent 
the introduction of filled milk in interstate commerce, and I am 
amazed that there should be those in this body who would pre
vent its enactment on constitutional grounds. Mr. Chairman, 
I am not a lawyer, therefore I will not attempt to discuss this 
measure from a legal angl~. I do hold, however, that Con~ress 
has the right to enaM this legislation, for it is clearly in the 
interest of public welfare. Years ago Congress legislatecl on 
oleomargarine and it was upheld by the courts. This legisln.
tion is on all fours with the oleomargarine legislation, and if 
it is carried into the courts it will surely be upheld. 

There is absolutely nothing that can be said for filled milk. 
It is an indefensible fraud that has been perpetrated on un
sophisticated foreigners for the past six or seven yen.rs. The 
manufacturers extract from the whole milk all the butter fat 
and vitamines, which is replaced with an equal amount of re
fined coconut oil. The butter fat is worth about 45 cents per 
pound while the substitute is -onJy worth 7 or 8 cents. The 
~dult~rated product looks like the genuine article, but it is 
absolutely without Yalue as a food, and the poor babies to whom 
it is fed become undernourished and emaciated. It stunts the 
poor little things in body and soul, and yet there are those who 
plead for the manufacturers of the e damnable articles of fraud 
and would have us believe they are honest, upright business men. 

Dr. E. V. McCollum, of Johns Hopkins University, recently 
conducted a series of very interesting experiments on the effect 
of feeding filled milk to rats. These experiments were made at 
the request of the Committee on Agriculture of the House. I 
herewith append the result of these investigations: 



1922. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. :7591 
FACTS ABOUT "FILLED MILK." 

[ I.' ued by the National Milk Producers' Federation, Washington, D. C., 
May, 1922.] 

lU'COLL M'S EXrERIMENTS ANSWER CONGRESSMAN'S DOUBTS. 

• • • • • • • 
We are giving here, for the first tim~. the official result ot the ex

periments, so that you mey know what value filled milk com:pounds 
have in promoting growth. 

The experiment conducted by Doctor McCollum was among the 4,500 
or more which he has conducted in nutrition work. 

In these investigations the filled milk compound an.d the whole 
evaporated milk used were purchased in cans at retail, in th~ open 
ma1·ket, and represented the pr<>duct used in family consumption. Both 
clas ·es of the product were made by 1 he same manufacturing concern. 

Several groups of rats were used in making the experiments. They 
were alike in breeding, age, health, and general condition. The rats 
wert? aoout 40 days old at the beginning of the experiments. 

Doctor McCollum cltvided his rats into diffennt group"S according 
to the rrtion fed. The filled-milk group, the evaporated whole-milk 
group, and the coconut-oil group. The filled-milk group and the 
evaporated-milk gToups were subdivided into two classes, according to 
the amount of tilled milk and evaporated milk used in the ration. 
• • • 

'.l'he rat No. 1 was ot' the evaporated milk group, which was fed the 
· following ration: Rolled oats, 60 per cent; salt, 1 per cent; lime, H per 

cent; dextrin, 15 per cent; together with 22.-0 per cent of evaporated 
whole milk. 

fl~ grew steadily. His hair is slick with the natural gloss. His 
eye, are bright, skin healtby and tough. This group carried on under 
this diet for 163 days and at the close of the investigation was used 
f<>r demonstrations in other experimental fields. 

The rats of the filled-milk group were divided into two cla~ es. 
Seven -rats of one of these subgroups were fed a ration ot' rolled oats, 
60 per cent; alt, 1 per cent; lime H per cent; dextrin, 15 per cent ; 
and filled milk, 22.5 per cent. These rats early developed symptoms 
of xerophthalmia. the fatal eye disease. They were not over half the 
size of the rats of the evaporated whole-milk group. • • • The 
bodil:'s nre 1?maclated. The hair eoarse, thin, and dry. Bodily these 
rat · were deformed and the ril>s knobby. Their eyes had a fishy, glazed 
appl·arance with deep fissures in the lids. In 48 days four of the 
rats of thiR group died. At the end of 55 days the remaining three 
of tbt- group had also died. • • • 

The econd class of the filled-milk group of rats were fed a ration 
of rolled oats, 60 per cent; salt, 1 per cent; lime, H per cent; dextrin, 
15 per cent: s nd 90 cubic centinwters of filled milk. Four rats were 
in this group. These rats all devel<>ped xer<>phthalmia, the fatal eye 
dii;;ease. They were also badly emaciated and exhibited the same gen
eral characteristics as the rats of the other filled-milk group. At the 
end of 119 days all bad died. 

The coconut-oil group ct' rats were fed the same basic ration as the 
rat· of the other group ' . Fifteen per cent of c<>conut oil, however, re
placed the filled milk or whole evaporated milk used :n the ration of 
the other groups. Six ratR were in this group and 39 dayR after the 
beginning ot' the feeding all were dead. .All developed severe cases of 
xerophthalmia. • . • • · 

Numer<>us cases of xeropbthahnia in children have been cited, par
ticularly where there has been a lack of whole milk, bntrer, or other 
vita.mine-carrying foods in the diet. 

Aside from the lack of vitamine content filled-milk compounds are 
fraudulently sold to an exte::i.bivP. degree as milk. 

In very many cases unscrupulous dealers recommend filled milk as 
equal to er better than whole evaporated milk. 

These compounds have also been recommended by some retail dealers 
as satisfactory food for babie!'l. They are generally sold at the same 
and even higher prices than whole evaporated milk. 

TEN REA.SONS WHY CONGRESS SHOULD PASS THll VOIGT 'BILL. 

[By Charles W. Holman, executive secretary, National Milk Producers 
Federation.] 

ELEVEN STATES THAT BAR FILLl:D MILK WITHIY THEIR BORDERS. 

Ohio, New York, Wisconsin, New Jersey, California, Utah, Colorado, 
Maryland, Oregon, Florida, Connecticut. 

There are at least 10 major reasons why Congress should pass tbe 
Voigt bill, H. R. 80 6, prohibiting the movement in interstate and 
forei!rn commerce of so-called filled milk. 

Here they are : 
PUBLIC Wl!lLll'ARE. 

1. Labe!ing methods enable fraudulent practice::i to thrive. 
2. Many merchants in poorer communities recommend imitn tion millt 

for the u ·e ot' children and babies. 
3. Many merchants advertise imitation milk in the newspapers in 

plain language t'<>r genuine milk. 
4. While the product is inferior as a food, in mo t ('ases we have 

found merchants selling imitation milk at the same prices and even 
higher than they obtained for genuine evaporated milk. notwithi;tanding 
the cheaper price per case at which they obtained the imitation 
product. 

5. The prese.nt pure food and drugs act is not broad enough to cover 
the case. The Voigt bill supplements it. Its enforcement will be in
trusted to the Department <>f Jusbce. 

6. The Voigt bill i a children's bill; it bans the movement in inter
state and foreign commerce of a compound that is vitamineless as to 
its fat content, but which is designed to take the place of a product 
rich in all the vitamines. 

7. Trading concerns have att•mpt<:tl to sell imitation milk to Ameri
can organizations engaged in feeding children and mothers in Europe. 
Both the American Friends Service Committee and the American Relief 
Administration have been approached and both organizati<>ns turned 
down the proposals. 

8. Dr. E. V. McCollum, ot Johns Hopkins University, in his public 
statements points out that America is already suffering from defective 
nutrition, du(' in part to the commercialization of certain foods and 
the clegerminating cf cereals to enable them to keep longer. He a.lso 
points out the growing use of vegetable fats-all of which are vitamine
less-in the cliet. He reasons from this that the sub..<ititution of imita
ti<>n milk in the tli >t of either the child or the adult will have quite 
an effect in furthering the process of physical degeneration now going on. 

ECONOMIC. 
0. Despite regulator;\·. r e tdctive. and prohibitory laws in 11 States-

Colorado. Ol·<'gC\n. Califot·nia, Utah. Wisconsin, Ohio, New Y<>rk, New 
Jersey, Maryland, Florida, and Connecticut-the filled-milk tramc bas 
been ste..adilv e:aininl?. 

Production of filled milk, in both case and bulk goods, was : 
Pound.~. 

1919--------------------------------------~-~----- 64,995,221 
1920---~------------------------------~---~----- 86,561,000 1921 ________________________________________________ 64,893,731 

In this same oomparative period the production oi sweetened co-n
densed and unsweetened evaporated milk, both case and bulk goods, 
was: 

Pounds. 

u~~=====::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: t ~It ~!&: g~g 
This shows a constant production for "oiled" milk for 1921 as 

cmnpared with 1919, and a steady reduction in v-0lume of genuine 
~8tth1gftl.lk amounting to over half a billion pounds, comparing 1921 

10. Canning whole milk is one of the best ways of helping to find a 
market for tbe national whole-milk surplus. It enables the fal['mer or 
the manufacturer to seek wider markets and to effect grRdual market
ing. This medium is now ~eriously threatened by the advent of thes0 
compounds ·of skimmed milk and coconut oil. The manufacturer is 
enabled to purchase the coconut oil at 8 to 12 cents per pound-a 
price ranging from one-fiftn to one-fourth the price of butter fat. 
Such a wide difference in nroduct•on costs can not be met by milk pro
ducers. They ai:e constantly faced with increasing expenses due to the 
increasinf$ desire of both the producing and the consuming public for 
more samtary milk products. 

Finally, "oiled" milk does not <>ffer farmers any additional market 
for their skimmed milk not already afforded by evaporated milk, but 
it does take away a market for their butter fats. 

l\Ir. Chairman, filled milk has the same deadly effect on 
babies, and it is in behalf of the little ones that I plead. Let 
us pass this legislation without delay and thereby do much 
to safeguard the health and lives of those who will be our 
citizens of to-morrow. 

l\1r. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
there is no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair 
will count. [After counting.] Eighty-six Members are pres
ent ; not a quorum. 

Mr. VOIGT. l\Ir. Chairman, I mo•e that the committee do 
now rise, and I request that that motion be voted down. 

The qoestion was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
appeared to ha '7e it. 

J.\.lr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered. 
The committee again divided, and the tellers [Mr. VornT 

and Mr. JACOWAY] announced that there were-ayes 3, noes 89. 
The CHAffil\IAN. The committee declines to rise; a quo

rum is not present, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The roll was called, and the following Members failed to an

S'iJter to their names: 
Anthony 
Atkeson 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Beck 
Bell 
Blakf>ney 
Bland, Ind. 
Bland, Va. 
Boies 
Brand 
Britten 
Brook, Pa. 
Campbell, Pa. 
Can trill 
Chandler, N. Y. 
Chandler, Okla. 
Christopherson 
Clark, Fla. 
Classon 
Cockran 
Cole, Iowa 
Cole, Ohio 
Collins 
Connell 
Connolly. Pa. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Copley 
Coughlin 
Crago 
Cram ton 
Crowther 
Cullen 
Dale 
Davis, ~Jinn. 
Dempsey 
Denison 
Dickinson 
Drane 
Driver 
Dunbar 

Dunn 
Ellis 
Evans 
Fenn 
Fess 
l<'ields 
Focht 
Fordney 
Frear 
Free 
French 
Frothingham 
Gallivan 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Ganett, Tex. 
Goodykoontz 
Gould 
Graham, Ill. 
Graham, Pa. 
Griest 
Griffin 
Himes 
Hudspeth 
Hukriede 
Humphreys 

, Ireland 
James 
Jcfferi.s, Nt>br. 
Johnson, S. DRk. 
Johnson, Wash. 
Jones, Pa. 
Kahn 
Kelley, ~1ich. 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kendall 
Kennedy 
Kin cl red 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin 
Kleczka 
Kline, N. Y. 

Knight 
Kraus 
Kunz 
Langley 
Larsen, Ga. 
Larson, Minn. 
Layton 
LintWcum 
Little 
McArthur 
Mcl<'adden 
McLaughlin, Pa. 
McPherson 
Madden 
Maloney 
Mann 
Mansfield 
Michaelson 
?.fills 
Montague 
Moore, Ill. 
Morin 
Mudd 
Nelson, A. P. 
Nelson, J. M. 
Nolnn 
O'Rl'ien 
Oldfield 
Olpp 
Paige 
Park, Ga. 
Parker, N. Y. 
Patterson, Mo. 
Patterson, N. J. 
Porter 
Rainey, Ala. 
Rainey, Ill. 
Reavis 
Reber 
Riddick 
Rio!'dan 

R-0denberg 
Rogers 
Rosenbloom 
Rouse 
Ryan 
Sanders, Ind. 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Sears 
Smithwick 
Snell 
Snyder 
Sproul 
Stafford 
Stedman 
Stiness 
Stoll 
Strong, Pa. 
Sollivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Sweet 
Tague 
Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Tilson 
'.rink ham 
Treadway 
Tyson 
L'pshn.w 
Vaile 
Vare 
Ward. N. Y. 
Wason 
Wheeler 
Williams, lll. 
Winslow 
Wood. Ind. 
Woodyard 
Wright 
Zihlman 

Thereupon the committee rose ; and the Speaker ha vi11g re
sumed the chair, l\Ir. Il1cxs, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having undeT conside1·ation the bill H. R. 8086, find
ing itself without a. quorum, he had directed the roll to be 
called, and that 268 Members, a quorum, bad answered to their 
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names, and that he presented the list of absentees to be entered 
in the Journal and RECORD. 

The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, the pending vote is that the 

committee do now rise, is it not? 
The CHAIRMAN. That vote was defeated. 
Mr. WALSH. But there was no quorum developed. 
The CHAIRMAN. A quorum has now been developed. There 

is a quon1m present. -
Mr. WALSH. The vote was pending at the time, but the 

absence of a quorum was developed. We took the vote by 
tellers, and it appeared on that vote that there was no quorum 
present. Is not that now the pending question before the com
mittee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion that the 
committee do now rise. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 
l\Ir. VOIGT. 1\lr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle

man from New York [Mr. CLARKE]. [Applause.] 
Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Chairman, Josh Billings 

once remarked that he bad seen many things on milk, but the 
best thing was cream. [Laughter.] 

Members of Congress, when they go to the House restaurant 
and order mush and milk or bread and milk for their luncheon, 
as many of us do, have their milk served in bottles, and invaria
bly you will see the Congressman inspecting the bottle to see 
how rich the milk is in the cream that rises to the top. 

If you take this cream off or separate it from the milk and 
extract an additional amount with the separator, you get 
so-called skim milk or thin milk. If you take this skim milk 
or thin milk and partially evaporate it, then substitute for the 
cream taken away coconut and vegetable oils, you have "filled 
milk." 

This bill (H. R. 8086) seeks to prohibit the shipment of so
called "filled milk" in interstate and foreign commerce. 

The facts in the case are : There has grown up in this country 
a business of very considerable proportions, estimated to con
sume about 200,000,000 pounds of skimmed milk per annum. 
The product of thi.:; business is called " filled milk" and 
bears various trade names, such as " Hebe," " Enzo," " Nu
tro." "Nyko,'' and" so forth. Filled milk is an evaporated 
skimmed milk, and may be properly defined as " any milk, 
cream or skimmed milk, whether or not condensed, evaporated, 
conce~trated, powdered, dried, or desiccated, to which has been 
added or which has been blended or compounded with any fat, 
or oil other than fat, so that the resulting product is in imita
tion or semblance of milk." Through the skillful wording of the 
labels and the more skillful manipulating of distributors, this 
filled-milk product is palmed off on the unsuspecting public 
as a whole-milk product. In simpler and less technical terms 
" filled milk " is evaporated milk from which the cream has 
been removed and, for the cream taken away, there has been 
substituted from 6 to 8 per cent of coconut or other vegetable 
oil. In the process of manufacturing this " filled " milk there 
has been taken out of that original, healthy, whole-milk product 
not only the cream but a large proportion of the essential, in
dispensable, nourishing element, the fat soluble or vitamines 
that experts in dietetics or nutrition include as an invaluable 
element of milk. Professor Mendel, of Yale, and Professor l\Ic
Collum, of Johns Hopkins, the two leading authorities, agree 
that these vitamines are essential for a well-rounded ration for 
humankind, especially in the feeding of infants and small chil
dren. 

" Filled " milk, when put to a laboratory test, shows that mice 
and rats that have been fed on it waste away, become scrawny, 
mangy, undernourished, and susceptible to disease, while others 
fed on the whole milk-under exactly similar conditions-are 
strong, vigorous, healthy, and almost immune from disease. It 
naturally follows that humankind, especially children and in
fants fed on this milk do not obtain these healthy vitamines 
and ~re undernourished and often become subject to and sus
ceptible of disease, especially rickets. This "filled " milk prod
uct finds its largest market in the industrial centers where for
eign born U-re, and its victims are children. 

On the economic side I point to the lesson of experience. 
Dairy centers in the Middle West, with great effort and at a 
heavy expense, had developed a large foreign market for whole
milk cheese. This market was promising, not alone in the large 
demand for this wholesome, healthy product, but in the prospect 
for enlarging the markets through the years, when along come 
Avarice and Cunning in the guise of "filled" cheese manufac
tm·ers filled with an inordinate greed for profits, taking ad
vantage of the situation developed by these pioneer dairy inter
ests anu they began un<lei:selling with their "filled-milk" cheese, 
so that with this semblance of the real thing incalculable ~-

jury was done the dairy farmers, and this foreign market so 
laboriously built up was destroyed. The present bill proposes 
that history shall not repeat itself with this fundamental 
" filled " milk product, and further proposes to prevent the sacri
fice of infants on the altar of greed. 

Arguments were presented at the hearings that these " filled " 
milk products were properly branded and came within the scope 
of the so-called "Food and drugs act of June 30, 1906." To 
show the fiimsiness of their arguments one has but to turn to 
the records of the hearings, where it was admitted by the manu
facturers themselves that-although they still keep up the 
rest of the imitation-they have changed the wording of the 
labels, not once or twice but many times, to meet the demands 
of public opinion and to try and keep within the law. 

These 1< filled-milk " manufacturers claim it is not within the 
power of Congress to prevent the interstate transportation of 
their product. I now invite your careful attention to the " Pure 
food law," and especially to section 7 of that act that defines 
the adulteration of food, as follows: 

That for the purpose of this act an article shall be deemed adul
terated • • • In the case of food : 

First. If any substance has been mixed or packed with it so as to 
reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality, strength, or purity. 

Second. If any substance has been substituted wholly or in part for 
the article. 

Third. If any valuable constituent of the article has been wholly or 
in part abstracted, or if the product be below that standard or quality, 
strength, or purity represented to the purchaser or consumer. 

I wish to call your attention to these words in the first para
graph of that act: 

An article is deemed adulterated (in the case of food) when any sub
stance has been mixed or packed with it so as to reduce or lower or 
injuriously affect its quality, strength, or purity. 

Can anyone successfully contend that the natural, whole milk, 
from which has been taken its cream, or 50 per cent of the fat, 
soluble vitamine, is not such an article as to come squarely 
within the wording and intent of the first paragraph of sec
tion 7? 

But let us proceed a step further, and in the second paragraph 
of that same section 7 is this wording: 

If any substance has been substituted, wholly or in part for the 
article. 

And surely in the "filled milk" there has been substituted 
for the cream vegetable oils. 

In the third paragraph of section 7 we find the absolute con
viction of these misbranders and "filled-milk" manufacturers, 
where the language is again clear and beyond peradventure, for 
it says that an article of food is adulterated "if any valuable 
constituent of the article has been wholly or in part abstracted," 
and it is a certainty that from the whole milk the valuable 
constituent cream has been abstracted. So that this "filled 
milk " comes not within one paragraph of section 7 but within 
each of the three paragraphs. The whole concept ion, intent, 
and wording of this section is founded upon the theory that the 
law was not only to guard t1;le public health but to prevent 
fraud upon the public. 

Let us take one of these labels on their cans and see what it 
says. " This product contains 7.8 per cent vegetable fat, 25.5 
per cent total solids." What does this language mean to you, 
Mr. Congressman? If you find difficulty in comprehending it, 
how about the poor and illiterate mother? But Mr. Hayward, a 
friendly witness for the manufacturers of this "filled milk," ex
plains this to mean that 7.8 per cent of the 25 per cent is milk 
solids and fats and that 7.8 per cent of the 25 per cent, or 25! 
per cent, is vegetable fat and the balance 50 per cent water. 
This is the product these " filled milk " producers want to send 
out in disguise-an impoverished milk compound-to unfairly 
compete with the wholesome, healthy, life-sustaining vitamines, 
the pure, wholesome, natural product of the cow. 

Now, let us briefly examine the question of the constitution
ality of the so-called Voigt bill now before us. 

First. I contend that Congress may prohibit the transporta
tion in interstate and foreign commerce of any article the use 
of which may be regarded as injurious to the public welfare, 
and maintain that this "filled milk" is such an article. 

In the leading case of Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheat. U. S.) 
Chief Justice Marshall sets forth the intent of that power
i. e., to prohibit the transportation in interstate and foreign 
commerce-as follows : 

It ls the power to regulate; tha.t is, to prescribe the rule by whi~h 
commerce is to be governed. This power, like all others vested in 
Congress, is complete in itself, may be exercised to itl!I ut~ost extent, 
and acknowledges no limitations other than are prescribed m the Con
stitution. These are expressed in plain terms and . do not a.tiect t!1e 
questions which arise in this case • • • or which have been dis
cussed at the bar. If, as has always been understood, the sovereignty 
of Congress though limited to specified objects, is plenary as to tbose 
objects the' powe.i· over commerce with foreign nations and among the 
several' States iS vested in Congress absolutely as it would be in a single 
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government hnving in itS cob.stitut ion the same re frictions on the 
exercise of the power as are found in the Constitution of th Bnited 
St te~. • • * 

And in the celebratecl Lottery ca ·e. (188 U~ S. 321) it has 
e tal>lished the principle that the power of Congress to regulate 
interstate commerce also includes the power to prohibit the 
inte1·state carriage of any article deemed by Congress to be 
injurious in its nature or in its use to the public health, morals, 
or welfare, despite the fact that the article is not inherently 
dangerous. I could continue to cite cases in point, but there 
are others to follow me whose ability is greater, and I shall 
not tre pa. s upon your time and patience, leaving the ca es 
cited as conclusive on that proposition. 

In laying down the second fundamental propo ition, that is-
that Congress, having the power to prohibit the interstate transporta
tion of adulterated and harmful foods, Congress must necessarily have 
the power to determine what article8 .are to be considered adulterated 
or harmful as a means of making the prohibition effective. 

This power i an incidental power, but it was clearly recog
nized by the Supreme Court in the leading case of McDermott 
-v. Wisconsin (228 U. S. 115, 129) as follows: 

• * • The article of food or drugs, the shipment or delivery for 
shipment in interstate commerce of which is prohibited and punU.hed, 
is such as i adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of the act. 
What it is to adulterate or misbrand foods or drugs within the meaning 
of the act requires a consideration of its other provisions, wherein i-uch 
ndulterations or misbranding is defined. 

The third proposition I submit to you for con ·ideration is 
this: 

Congress has the power to prohibit interstate shipments of '· filled 
milk " and the power to establish the standard of purity and strength 
of foods, it being clearly established that Congress has the power to set 
up standards so as to secure a minimum of the nutritive elements in 
whatever the product may be and prevent fraud on the general public. 

On the face of the proposition these manufacturers of " filled 
milk " come before you with their product packed in cans simi
lar to those of the long-established whole-milk manufacturers, 
bearing labels intended to re emble and copies al.mo t of the 
'\'ery labels of the whole-milk containers, the very language of 
which is intended to deceive the poor, the ignorant, and the 
careless reader; so I claim, with . the above statement of the 
facts and the decisions of our highest court, they do not come 
into court with clean hands, and it is up to this Congre~ .. , hay
ing set up the standards under the pure food and drug act, to 
see to it that those standards are lived up to by all and make 
impossible the interstate shipments of this product . 
. Having viewed th~ technical sitliation and met the legal ob

jections that may be raised, I now wish to present the picture 
of the dairy farmer in its general aspects. The exploited age 
of agriculture is nearly over ; cheap farms and homesteads are 
no longer to be had for the asking. Our original rich soil has 
become impoverished, a,nd the great majolity of the farmers 
would not have farms to-day if they had not received them from 
their ancestors. If they had to depend upon their earnings. 
with agricultural conditions as they are to-clay, they would be 
unable to accumulate the price to buy a farm. It can be said, 
to the everlasting credit of this Congress, that there is no legi ·
latirn body in the nations of the world that has recognized more 
clearly that nearly all of the great problems in economics. in 
their direct or indirect relationshlp, rest upon agriculture.· It 
can be further truthfully said, that no Congress stands out 
more conspicuously in its record of giving an attentive ear, a 
sympathetic attention to, and enacting constructive legislation 
that establishes on a more equitable basis the agricultural prob
lem left in the aftermath of the war. 

The intensive study of these problems given by the Joint 
Commission of Agricultural Inquiry of the Senate nnd the 
House, the great agricultural conference, and the almost con
tinuous hearings, in my own Agricultural Committee, have been 
reflected in constructive legislation that has indeed been help
ful, not alone in its direct relation to this particular subject 
but in a wider way to agriculture in gen~ral. 

'rhis bill (Voigt bill) has for its direct object the preven
tion of fraud upon the public, the elimination of dishonest com
petition, the prevention of tricky practices that fall down when 
put to the test of morals, whether it be the manufacturer or 
the distributor who takes from his shelf, packed in cans made 
to imitate the real product, this "filled-milk" product, with 
the recommendation "just as good," that he sells for the same 
uses as the genuine, whole-milk product, and it costs the dis
tributor at least 3 cents per can less. The whole object of this 
bill is shutting the door to these practices that do not meet thP. 
standard of common honesty in man's dealings with his fellow 
man, and to prevent the helpless infant, the poor, ignorant, or 
illiterate mother from being victimized by avarice and cunning. 
[Applause.] 

LXII-479 

Let u look ori the humanitarian ~ide for a moment. Un
biased investigators have gone into the poor and thickly settled 
sections of our industrial centers and have Yisited, througll 
their visiting nur es, the homes ·of laborers, and they have 
found everywhere this product injurious and dangerous for 
human con umption, the larger part of the nutritive value ex
tracted, and many mothers feeding their helpless children some
thing which they suppose contains nutritive Yalue and vitam
ines. 

The dairy farmers, of whom I am one, come to you to-clay, 
not pleading for a special privilege, not wanting to dig into the 
Treasury of tlle United States, not afraid to meet open, fair 
competitive business, but claiming that as part and parcel of 
the great fundamental industry of the Nation-yes, as the real 
backbone of that Nation-they are entitled to be protected from 
trickery and artifice and fraud in the marketing of their prod
ucts, whether it be at home or abroad, [Applause.] 

No limit mark our hours of labor; the sunrise of morning 
and the sunset of evening finds us " on the job," and when the 
day's work is done we plan for the morrow. 

There is no class of citizens to-day that enters into the 
hazards and gambles in the production of the neces$.ities of 
life that we farmers do; we gamble with Nature in her whim 
nnd mood , whether it be the rainfall or the drought ; whether 
it be in the snowstorm that blankets the earth and protects 
the seed, or in the crust that forms upon the snow and pre
vent the "cattle on a thousand hills" from getting down to 
the gra s roots, so that starvation and ruination often result; 
whether it be in the ~un hine that can es the seed to sprout 
and grow or sometime scorches the earth and destroys the 
growing crop, or eauseB the bud and blossom to come forth 
that bring joy and inspiration to those that "in love of nature 
hold commune with her vi ible forms"; whether it be the 
birds. that fly that are ·sometimes friend and sometimes enemy, 
or the beetles that crawl; whether it be in those small animals 
that burrow in the earth and destroy or those that in that 
same phere destroy the enemy, it is a continuous struggle, not 
alone against the seen but a well against the unseen. [AP· 
plause.] 

To-day our great Agricultural Department and its splendid, 
sympathetic, well-informed Secretary Wallace are urging the 
farmerFl of the North, East, South, and West to rotate their 
crops, and as the incident of that urging is the encouragement 
to an enlargement of dairy farming. 'Ve must go, therefore, 
into the markets of the world with our surplus products, and 
we ask you to rui ure our dairy farmers by this act that clean, 
wholesome, healthy, nutritive whole milk shall haYe no fraudu
lent competitor to destroy our markets once established. [Ap
plause.] 

I am from one of the greatest dairy dL tricts in the world, 
the scene of many of Oooper's "I .. eather Stocking Tales," of 
Uncas and Chingachook, the playground of my youth, my 
choice, after roaming the country over, for my last rendezyous 
and final resting place. The Catskills, the land of narrow 
valleys and precipitous hills, a land largely peopled by the 
Scotch and Scotch-Irish, who overcame not alone the Indian 
but Nature herself. On those wondrous hills and in our en· 
chanting vales· are those who toiled with my grandparents, my 
parents, and my elf. Boyhood friends abound, and for them 
as for myself, I plead. And a I plead for them, I plead for 
the dairy farmers of the ~reat State of New York and the 
dairy farmers of the North, East, Soutll, and West, for the 
cause is a common cause, und we look to Congress, certain 
that it will not fail us, nor that multih1de of unborn who shall 
enter into the better heritage it becomes our paramount duty 
to pass on. [Loud applause.] 

l\1r. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I never had a clearer idea of 
my duty than I have of my duty on this bill. To my mind there 
is no doubt of the uncon .. titutionality of the proposed bill. 

This bill seeks to exclude from interstate commerce "Hebe," 
" Carolene," and other compounds of skimmed milk and cocoanut 
oil and other vegetable oils becau e neither babies nor rats 
thrive thereon, as stated by Dr. E. V. l\lcCollum, of Johns .Hop
kins University. (See hearing"' before the Committee on Agri
culture, House of Repre entatives, Sixty-seventh Congress, first 
session, on H. R. 6215, by Mr. VOIGT, p. 19.) 

But the hearing also show beyond all question that " Hebe " 
is a wholesome article, not injurious to health, palatable, and 
largely used for cooking purposes in pastry, custards, gra"Vies, 
and so forth, though not as nutritious as but cheaper than 
skinimed milk. There is no doubt or question on either side 
that this compound is properly labeled, stating that it is com
posed of cocoanut oil and skimmed milk, and the cans also ec:,n
tain a label "Do not use in place of milk for infants." (Hear-
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ings, p. 34; also p. 128, Cowan's evidence.) Mr .. VOIGT himself, 
the patron of this bill, on page 15 of the hearmgs, uses this 
language: -

I will say to you gentlemen that there ift nothing poisonous or dele
terious in this milk compound. 

Prof. La Fayette B. Mendel, ot Yale University, an expert of 
high repute on these subjects, ln a letter addressed to Hon. 
JoHN D. CLA.ltKE, a member of the Agricultural Committee ?f 
the House of Representatives, shows most clearly that this 
product is wholesome and valuable, and while not a food on 
which to raise babies, ts harmless if taken by babies. He says: 

I mention this because the opponents have spread the impressions 
among gullible persons that tbe u~e of a can of milk ~ompoun~ ls a 
positive menace to the infant which consumes it. Skimmed milk is 
not a rank poison. It ls merely not a complete food for an infant; 
neither is barley water nor "prepared foods." (See heatings, p. 53.) · 

See also Dr. J. P. Crozer Griffith's letter (p. 58 of the hear
ings); also statement of Harry Hayward, of Philadelphia, Pa. 
(bearings, p. 57); and others maintaining the same view. 
. That the label is adequate and sufficient is shown by the 
statement of Mr. Paul R. McKee (hearings, p. 70), where he 
states that the Bureau of Chemistry of the Department of Agri
culture, with the food-control officials of a number of States, 

· 
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were advised as to the adoption of these labels, and they were 
, lndorsed by these gentlemen, and then they were told: 
' Gentlemen, if there is anything else we should put upon the label 
I or leave of!: of the label in order that the product shall be sold for 

what it is, we will be very glad to have your suggestions and to fol
' Jow them. 

Thus showing no attempt to deceive the public, but uberrima 
· ftdes in dealing with the public. 

These are sufficient to show that the compound is pure, 
wholesome, and cheap; that good faith has been shown by the 
makers of it; and the Department of Agriculture has given its 
sanction to the labels on the cans by which the public may 
know exactly what is contained in the article. 

Now, gentlemen, I challenge the production of a case from 
i the beginning of our Government down to this day in which the 

Supreme Court has held that an article which is pure, harmless, 
not deleterious, but an ordinary article in the business of the 
world, has ever been excluded from the interstate commerce of 

· the country. I challenge the production of such a case. Why, 
one of the chief objects that induced the formation of our Gov

. ernment was to facilitate commerce. You will remember the 
· Annapolis convention, · the forerunner of the Federal conven
' tion, met for that purpose, and yet we a.re asked to vote for this 

bill whose aim is to destroy commerce, when our Government 
was formed to facilitate it. 

When we look at all powers veT:ited in Congress as trust powers to 
be used for the States as beneficiaries and as members of one family 
of Commonwealths, so to be used as to promote union and not dis
union, to establish harmony and peace and not discord and hostility 
between the States, it must be inevitably predicted that the courts will 
never hold any law of Congress which prohibits, restricts, or ties 
interstate commerce to be either necessary or proper as a regulation 
of commerce, but they must hold it to be a perversion of its trust power 
to the subver ion of the fundamental principles of the C-0nstitution. 

· (Tucker on the Constitution, vol. 2, p. 529.) 
The broad doctrine laid down in the above paragraph, it may 

be said, has not been carried out by the subsequent decisions of 
the Supreme Court, for in Chapman v. Ames (188 U. S. 321) 
the court excluded lottery tickets from the channels of com
merce; and in the Hipolite Egg Co. v. United States (220 U. S. 
45) the court upheld the pure food and drug law, which ex
cluded impure food and drugs from interstate commerce; and 
in Hoke v. United States (227 U. S. 308) the "white slave 
traffic act " was upheld, whereby a woman was forbidden car
riage in interstate commerce for purposes of prostitution, and 
this case was followed by Caminetti v. United States (242 U. S. 
470), in which the same doctrine was upheld. 

Diseased meat, smallpox patients, infected articles of any 
character, have been excluded from commerce, and this prin
ciple has been affirmed in the cases of Railroad Company 1'. 
Husen (95 U. S. 465); Kimmish v. Ball (129 U. S. 217); 
Crutcher v. Kentucky (141 U. S. 60); and notably in a case 
that went up from Virginia, Brimmer v. Rebman (138 U. S. 
78) ~ How are these cases reconciled with the doctrine de
cl ared by Tucker, in the above quotation, when he says-

• • • the courts will never hold any law of Congress which 
prohibits, restricts, or ties interstate commerce to be either necessary 
or proper as a regulation of commerce. 

There is no confiict between that statement and these cases, 
and in a subsequent paragraph, in discussing the conflict be
tween commercial regulations by Congress and the inspection 
laws and quarantine laws of the. States, which may cQ,Jlfiict 
with such regulations, he declares: 

A. vessel proposes to enter the harbor of a State under congressional 
commercial regulations, and the State, to protect its people from dis
ease, quarantines it. These h\"o powers seem to conflict, but they do 

not, except as both operate upon the movement of the vessel. though 
from di.Jferent sources of power. The vessel is subject to two powers, 
which are entirely different but not in conflict. The State does not 
check a rightful object of commerce. It merely erects a bar against 
disease. Congress regulates the rightful object of commerce, under 
color of which it can not authorize wrongful commerce. It can not 
introduce disease, but may a ri&:htful subject of commerce. The two 
powers are made to consist by restraining tha State under color of. 
quarantine from regulating righttul commerce and restraining Congress 
under color of commerce from reirulating the unlawful imP,ortation of 
disease. (Tucker, voL 2. p. 538,.; Compagnie Francaise de Navigation v. 
State Board of Health, 186 U. i:s. 380.) 

This view has been strikingly sanctioned by Chief Justice 
Marshall in the great case of Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheat. 1), 
where he says : 

it ls no objection to the existence of distinct, substantive powers 
that in their application they bear upon the same subject. The same 
bale of goods • • • that may be the subject of commercial regula
tion may also be the vehicle of disease. And the health laws that 
require them to be stopped and ventilated are no mor~ i:Jltended . as 
regulations on commerce than the law~ whi.ch permit their i~portat10n 
are intended to inoculate the com.muruty with disease. Th~1r di1Ier:ent 
purposes mark the distinction between the powers brought mto action, 
and while frankly exercised they can produce no serious collision. 

Rightful commerce the court recognizes as free and untram
meled, but there can be no rightful commerce in an impure or 1 

diseased article, or an article which is per se immoral, like lot
tery tickets; nor can there be rightful commerce in the trans
portation of persons for impure or immoral purposes. These 
41.re excluded, since it could never have been contemplated that 
this great Federal power should be the means of producing 
crime, disease, and immorality . . 

Two cases have been decided recently which control tltis case, 
and show as clearly as the noonday sun that this bill, if it 
becomes a law, will never receive the sanction of the courts. 
These are the child-labor cases. The first, Hammer v. Dagen
hart (247 U. S. 251), was decided at the October term, 1917, 
and the other, Bailey v. The Drexel Furniture Co., decided May 
15, 1922. The first case arose under a law which provided that 
no article made in a factory in which a child under 14 years of 
age had been employed during the past year could be carrie~ in 
interstate commerce. This law having been declared unconstitu
tional by the court, another bill was brought into Congress and 
became a law, putting a tax of 10 per cent on the gross receipts 
of any mill or factory that employed a child under 14 years of 
age in the manufacture of· goods. This was declar~~ 'tmcon
stitutional on the 15th day of May, 1922. Both decision are 
far-reaching and important, and practically settle the unconsti
tutionality of this bill. For the first time in many years the 
court with singular clearness and force, has put its seal of con
demn~tion upon the doctrine of indirection; a doctrine which 
has received the sanction of Congress in many cases, as seen in 
the legislation of the past few years. 

Under these decisions a power given by the Constitution to 
the Federal Government for a specific national purpose can no 
longer be used by indirection for the purpo e of controlling 
questions which belong to the States. The mask ~as beeI?- takeD! 
off and the real object of the law exposed, an obJect which the 
Federal power could not constitutionally control. 

Hear the language of Chief Justice Taft in Bailey against the 
Drexel Furniture Co. : 

In the light of these features of the act, a court must be blind i:iot to 
see that the so-called tax is imposed to stop the employment of children 
within the age limits prescribed. Its prohibitory and regulato.ry effect 
and purpose are palpable. All others can see and unde1·stand this. How 
can we properly shut OUF minds to it? 

In these cases two powers were under consideration. the Fed
eral power to regulate commerce between the States and the 
State's reserved power to control their children and their labor. 
The first the commerce power, is under Federal control ; the sec· 
ond, chlld labor, is under the absolute control of each Stat~ 
Under our svstem neither power can destroy that of the other. 
If the one the coin.rferce power, can be used to accomi)lish what 
it is deni~d the right and po"°er to do directly, the limitations 
0n power are useless and absurd. If the labor of the child is, 
under our Constitution, controlled by the States, as decided by 
the Supreme Court, then if Congress by indirection could con
trol that subject the State would be powerless to preserve its 
righL . 

Congress has no power to prohibit manufacture m a State, 
nor to prescribe the conditions under which manufactu:es .may 
be created, but when the thing manufactured starts on ~ts Jour
ney in commerce the Congress has a right to control it as an 
article of commerce. (Kidd. v. Pierson, 128 U. S. 1; Hoke v. 
United States, 227 U. S. 332; De Witt v. United States, 9 Wal
lace 47 • United States v. E. C. Knight Co., 156 U. S. 1.) Congress 
had' no• power to proln"bit the manufacture of whisky in the 
States by law, and therefore the eighteenth amendment to the 
Constitution was adopted. 
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In the bill before us we find Congress denying the transpor

tation of " Hebe " and other compounds from one State to 
another; but that is really not the object of the bill, for the 
denial of transportation is nothing but a denial of the manu· 
ture of " Hebe," for " Hebe " is manufactured only to be sold; 
and if it can not be sold, as it can not be unless allowed trans
portation in commerce, then this bill is in reality a bill attempt
ing to destroy the manufacture of an article in a State by 
Congress, which can not be done. Justice Day, in closing his 
.opinion in the first case, does so in these impressive words: 

In our view the necessary effect of this act is, by means of a prohibi
tion against the movement in interstate commerce of ordinary commer
cial commodities, to regulate the hours of labor of children in factories 
and mines within the States, a purely State authority. Thus the act in 
a twofold sense is repugnant to the Constitution. It not only tran
scends the authority delegated to Congress rtver commerce but also 
exerts a power as to a purely local matte1· to which the Federal 
authority does not extend. The far-reaching result of upholding the 
act can not be more plainly indicated than by pointing out that if Con
gre s can thus regulate matters intrusted to local authority by prohibi
tion of the movement of commodities in interstate commerce all freedom 
of commerce will be at an end and the power of the States over local 
matters may be eliminated, and thus our system o! government be prac
tically destroyed. (Hammer v, Dagenhart, 247, p. 270.) 

Chief Jt1Stice Taft, in his opinion in Bailey against the Drexel 
Furniture Co., after indorsing the opinion of the coUl't in Ham
mer against Dagenhart, supra, uses this convincing language: 

The analogy of the Dagenhart case is clear. The congressional 
power over interstate commerce is, within its proper scope, just as 
complete and unlimited as the congressional power to tax, and the 
legi::;lative motive in its exercise is just as free from judicial suspicion 
and inquiry. Yet when Congre s threatened to stop interstate com
merce in ordinary and necessary commodities, unobjectionable as sub
jects of transportation, and to deny the same to the people of a State 
m order to coerce them into compliance with Congress's regulation of 
:State concerns, the. court said this was not in fact regulation of inter
state commerce, but rather that of State concerns, and was invalid. 

His language in another part of that great opinion, it is to 
be hoped, will not fall unheeded upon unpatriotic legislators : 

The good sought in unconstitutional legislation is an insidious fea
ture, because it leads citizens and legislators of good purpose to pro
mote it without thought of the serious breach it will make in the ark 
of our covenant or the harm which will come from breaking down rec
ognized standards. In the maintenance of local self-government, on 
the one hand, and the national power, on the other, our country has 
been able to endu1·e and prosper for near a century and a half. 

The voice of the great Chief Justice from yonder judgment 
seat is still resounding in these halls, calling us back once 
more to reinstate in this Government the clear, simple, essential 
principles of our Constitution ; and yet we are asked to pass 
this bill in the teeth of what the court has just declared to be 
the law. If we are to live under a constitutional government, 
if under that go-vernment we have established a court whose 
duty it is to cleclarc what we can do and what we can not do, 
how can we support a bill which the court has declared in a 
similar case is unconstitutional? 

I am constantly in receipt of letters from patriotic men and 
women throughout the land, as I doubt not you are; asking my 
opinion as to the best mode of educating the people against 
socialism, anarchy, and all the " isms " that are threatening the 
country to-day. I know of no better start in that direction 
than that we who are charged with the legislation of this coun
try should bow to the limitations of the Constitution as de
clared by the Supreme Court and not openly defy them. The 
employer or the laborer who breaks his contract, involving some 
necessary article for the public; the anarchist who would de
stroy our Government will find ample justification for their. 
position in the action of this Republican House which con
tinues to defy the Constitution of our Government which they 
are sworn to support. 

Chief Justice Taft's opinion will be epoch making amid the 
confusion incident to the war, with legal restraints relaxed, 
with the Federal Government functioning in every dfrection 
under continuing war powers, with the pe<>ple accustomed dur
ing· the war to look to Washington for all things as _the speedi
est avenue of relief. It was natural for them to forget on the 
return of peace that theh· State governments were the natural 
channels through which their local needs were to be supplied. 

, Not only that, but socialism, communism, and anarchy itself 
have, during these troublous times, lifted their voices demand
ing a change of government or an abolition of all government 
until the watchers on the towers of the constitutional citadels 
of A.meric~ have become greatly alarmed. In this crisis, Chief 
Justice Taft's opinion rings out like an alarm bell in the night, 
calling back the wanderers to the constitutional fold, affirming 
the power of this Government to discharge all national and 
local powers safely under the Constitution, and giving hope ancl 
confidence again in the integrity of our Government. 

In my judgment, it constitutes .the greatest judgment of that 
great court since Ex parte Milligan and the Slaughterhouse 
cases were banded down by Judge David Davis and Judge 

·Miller. A.long the highway of political progres-· the Supreme 
Court has erected many monuments to the cause of constitu
tional government and civil liberty, and among them, I dare 
venture to assert, no grander or more imposing one has been 
or will be erected than that by the hands of Chief Justice Taft 
in his recent opinion. 

" I d-0 not rejoice in this decision because it will allow cltilc.1 
labor to be exploited and the lives of our future men and women 
to be sapped of their vitality by overwork.in child labor, but I 
rejoice in it because its regulation, development, and enforce
ment will be restored to the States where it can be best and 
rightfully controlled. This decision will stimulate the States 
to greater effort in these directions and create a generous 
rivalry among them to make their respective systems the most 
perfect in the interest of the children of the country." 

In the two child-labor cases referred to the court held that 
the laws involved showed a purpose to break up child labor, 
which wa.s a State function and entirely under the power of 
the State. 'l'he first was a fraud on the commerce power of 
Congress and the second was a fraud on its taxing power, for 
each was used for an ulterior purpose. In this case the pur
pose is equally clear, to drive out of the market, and thereby 
destroy," Hebe" and the other compounds of skimmed milk and 
vegetable oils. The question whether "Hebe" should be allowed 
to be manufactured is solely for State determination, and Con
gress has no such power. (United States v. DeWitt, 9 Wall. 
47; and cases cited, supra.) 

It will be admitted that Congre s has no power to pass a law 
prohibiting the manufacture of these articles, but CongreMs 
seeks by this bill, by indirection, to do this, for it seeks to de
stroy the sale of the article; and if the sale be destroyed, the 
manufacture of the article is destroyed. On this point the 
evidence is conclusive. The report of the majority, submitted 
by Mr. VornT, on this bill, page 6, unequivocally admits that to 
be the object of the bill : 

·while the proposed bill will not prohibit the manufacture and sale of 
the compound within the limits of a State, the committee is of opinion 
that a law prohibiting the interstate shipment will suppress it, be
cause a sumcient market can not be found without such shipment, and 
also because a sufficient milk supply can not be found in many States 
which would warrant engaging in the enterprise. 

And, further, in his evidence at the hearings, page 13, in 
reply to a question of Mr. TEN EYCK, Mr. VOIGT said: 

I want to stop the manufacture and the sale of this article, so far 
as it can be done by this form of bill. 

He is asking Congress to stop the manufacture of this article, 
which alone the States can do, and which a number of States 
have already done. 

Mr. Gray Silver, the Washington representative of the A.mel'i
can Farm Bureau Federation, Washington, D. C., in his testi
mony at the hearings gave expression to the same view in the 
following colloquy : 

Mr. VOIGT. Will you pardon me just a moment there? This bill will 
not put the skimmed-milk people out of business. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Not necessarily. 
Mr. VOIGT. It puts the substitute out of business. 
Mr. SILVER. That is the purpose o! the bill. 

There is other evidence to the same effect iu tlle bearings. 
The Chief Justice, in his opinion, has stripped tlle mask 

from the child labor bill and has proclaimed the doctrine tllat 
the false face, or mask, which hides tpe real individual, can not, 
and will not, prevent the court from - dealing with the real 
individual behind the mask; and he bas illustrated once again 
the futility of attempted deception so powerfully expressed in 
the story of Jacob and Esau, "the voice is Jacob's voice, but 
the hands are the hands of Esau." If Congress can not by 
indirection control child labor by invoking the power of in· 
terstate commerce when the court sees or knows from all the -
circumstances that it is the prohibition of child labor that is 
sought, how can Congress destroy the " Hebe " business b;r the 
denial of it in interstate commerce, when the court can ee, 
with equal clearness, that the power of Congress is in>oked 
for the destruction of a legitimate State business and not to 
facilitate commerce? Such a Qill is a fraud upon the court. 

This question is no new one to me or to this House. I remem
ber distinctly in the Fifty-second or Fifty-third Congress that a 
bill was introduced to put a tax of 2 or 3 cents a pound on cot
tonseed lard. That was all. It looked like a clear reYenue 
measure; and yet, what was back of it? Hog lard. The two ar
ticles were competing in the market, both valuable food articles, 
but the hog lard the most valuable, because it contained moro 
nutriment it was said. Cottonseed lard, clean, pure, and good, 
could be manufactured cheaper than the hog lard, and there
fore it was taking the market from the hog lard. Here was 
a clear, open field, but the hog-lard people, feeling the market 
slipping from them, determined that if they could get Congress 

·-
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to use the great taxing power of the Federal Government to 
help them out in their hour of stress, and impose a tax upon 
their competitor, they might survive the struggle. What a 
spectacle! 

The attempt to use the greatest power of the Government, 
the taxing power, bY one competitor against another to drive 
him out of business-and this in free America ; and this in a 
country that boasts of equality of opportunity to all men; and 
this is the same dof?e that this great Republican House is hand
ing out to the followers of that great apostle of human liberty, 
Thomas Jefferson, who believed in the slogan "Equal rights 
to all and special privileges to none." It was a great fight, 
and I am happy to have been among those who aided in de
feating such a proposition. I can imagine no more prolific cause 
of discontent and hostility to the Government than the adop
tion of such a principle as is carried in this bill. When the 
powers of the Government can be used to settle the question 
of competition in commercial life, the act becomes tyranny. 

Pure skimmed milk-bad enough at best, for we all like a 
little cream on it-is more nutritious, I doubt not, than a 
compound of skimmed milk and coconut oil. But because pure 
skimmed milk is better than the other article, and costs more, 
is no rea.<:on why the other article should receive its death 
blow at tlte hands of the Government, which has promised all 
industries a fair show. I am bold enough to believe that there 
is not a man in Virginia, if he properly understands the object 
and purposes of this bill, who would not admit it is untenable. 
Because skimmed milk mixed with coconut oil is inferior to 
pure skimmed milk as a food product gives no right to destroy 
the one and exalt the other. This bill proclaims a new doc
trine-that if Congress finds that one article of a certain class 
is best, that all others of the same class should be exterminated. 

Take a few examples and see where such a doctrine leads 
you: Shorthorn cattle for many years were regarded by many 
as the best breed altogether to be had, but of late the Herefords 
and the Holsteins are looked upon with great favor. Now, sup
pose the Shorthorn people, to prevent the competition of their 
breed with the Herefords and Holsteins, could get Congress 
to lay a tax of $5 per head on Herefords and Holsteins, or 
prevent Herefords and Holsteins from being carried in inter
state commerce, could any honest man uphold such a law 
simply because the Shorthorn might be regarded with more 
favor than the others? Have not Herefords, Holsteins, and 
other breeds a place in the world for usefulness? Go ask the 
wives of the farmers of this country whether they would in
dorse a proposition to have a tax of 25 cents per head upon all 
Plymouth Rock, Rhode Islands Reds, and Buff Orpington 
chickens because some people think the little White Leghorn 
is superior to all others because of its laying qualities. The 
White Leghorn may be the best altogether, but. is there no 
place for the Plymouth Rock, the Rhode Island Reds, and the 
Buff Orpington? Are they to be taxed out of existence in 
favor of the White Leghorns or denied shipment in interstate 
commerce? Such laws are breeders of anarchy, for the an
archist might well say he would rather have no government 
t..han one which uses its power to set up one and destroy 
another. 

I appeal especially to those who claim to be Democrats. We 
are preparing now to criticize the pending tariff bill in the 
Senate, which will soon ~e with us. We charge that our Re
publican brethren wil1, as they have done before, having gotten • 
control of the Government, allow the great interests of the 
country to write their demands in that bill; that that bill, when 
it passes, will make some people richer and others poorer; and 
we have always denied the validity of such position; we have 
always denied that it was the function. of government to make 
any man rich; that its proper function is not to put money in 
the pocket of any man, but to keep any man from taking money 
out of the pocket of his neighbor. If this bill is passed and 
!';ball become a law, it is an open invitation to any man in 
business who has competition to come to Congress and get Con
gress to lay a tax on what his competitor is selling on the 
specious plea that what he sells is not as good as his article 
and that what he is selling is better than that of his competitor, 
or if not put a tax on his competitor, deny to his product the 
privileges of interstate commerce and thus drive him out o:t 
business. From all such bills and all such tyranny, good Lord 
deliver us. Saeh things might do for Germany but not for 
America. "the land of the free and the home of the brave." 
This " skimmed-milk" diet is the feast to which this Repub~ 
lican House invites us and bids us feed upon. It is good for 
neither man nor beast and we will have none Of it. 

Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to prohibit the 
shipment of filled milk in interstate or foreign commerce. The 
term" filled milk" [reading from the bill] means-

any milk, cream, skimmed milk, whether or not condensed, evaporate~ 
concentrated, powdered1 dried, or desiccate~t to which has been added or 
which has been blendea or compounded wit.n, any fat or oil other than 
milk fat. so that the resulting product is in imitation or semblance ot 
milk, cream~ or skimmed milk, whether or not condensed evaporated 
concentratea, powdered, dried, or desiccated. ' ' 

My colleague from Texas [Mr. JoNEs] admitted that this 
product is a fraud. I asked him the question whether the 
foundation of one of these cans produced here in evidence was 
not skimmed milk, and he said yes. I asked him whether or not 
they could not be canned and circulated and sold as skimmed 
milk without any fraud. He said yes. 

I asked him then the question, Why add to them something 
that could not be of any benefit, except that it makes a fraud? 
And he admitted then that the adding of these oils, these mix
tures that add nothing to the food product or to its healthful 
qualities, was simply to make this look like evaporated milk
condensed milk-to make it look like cream inside when it was 
open; to deceive the eye on the outside and on the inside. 

Mr. WALSH. 1\1r. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HERSEY. I have but five minutes. 
But if you admit it to be a fraud on the public, what be

comes of the argument, the constitutional argument of the 
gentleman from Texas, that you have no right under the Con
stitution to prohibit a fraud in interstate commerce? The 
foundation of a prohibition in interstate commerce is a fraud 
that you a.re committing on the people. You do not argue 
further than that. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HERSEY. Yes. 
Mr. JONES of Texas. I stated that whatever fraud, if any, 

was perpetrated by this was perpetrated by the retailer in 
disposing of it after it had left interstate commerce and had 
got into intrastate. 

Mr. HERSEY. I understood you to say it was a fraud to 
add to it. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. It is a combination product, and it is 
so stated on the label. 

Mr. HERSEY. Did the gentleman not admit that in making 
these cans look like evaporated milk-the putting inside of it 
of different oils to make it smooth and look like cream-did 
you do not admit it as a fraud? 

Mr. JONES of Texas. I did not admit it a.s a · fraud. It is 
a combination product, and it is so stated. 

Mr. HERSEY. It must be constitutional to prohibit anything 
that tries to deceive the people-that a certain product is not 
what it is. · 

My friend from Texas [Mr. JoNEs] also cited certain cases 
to wit, the child-labor cases, which have nothing to do with thi~ 
question that is pending before us. The court held that the 
child labor law was unconstitutional because it attempted to 
prohibit in interstate commerce a product that was all right, 
not a fraud. The product of a child's labor upon its face is 
just the same as the product of adult labor. Clothing or any
thing else sent through interstate commerce could not be told 
by the looks of it whether a child worked on it or not. There
fore the product of interstate commerce being all right and not 
deceiving anybody, of course, you could not make it a crime to 
send it in interstate commerce. And the further decision, the 
late decision, he cites, the attempt to prevent it getting through 
interstate commerce by taxation does no make it a crime. Crime 
is the foundation of it, and fraud is the foundation of the 
prohibition of interstate commerce to this article, and therefore 
it comes under the constitutional powers of the Government to 
regulate commerce. [Applause.] 

A more detailed statement of the facts in this matter dis
closed that the business of manufacturing and selling "filled 
milk" has become not only a money making and profiteering 
business, but is one of the greatest frauds now being perpe
trated upon the public in the matter of food products. 

The evidence before the Agricultural Committee shows that 
these large " filled-milk " factories buy from the farmers dairy 
milk. By a modern process they extract from the milk all the 
cream, butter fats, and practically all food products in the 
milk, leaving it the poorest skim milk that it is possible to 
produce. Tbey mix this skim milk with coconut oil and other 
vegetable oils to give it the appearance of pure milk and cream, 
in its color, and in its smoothness and fatness. This is placed 
in cans of the same size and outward appearance as the ordinary 
condensed milk cans. They go further with the imitation and 
place upon these cans labels and inscriptions like this : 

" Contents of this can is prepared in the rich dairying sec
tions of---" {whatever State the product is canned in)
and the further label that " The contents of this can is made. 
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from fresh, pure, cow's milk, with butter fats extracted and 
refined coconut fats added.,, 

The outward appearance of the can would deceive everybody 
except those who have made a special study ot canned con
densed milk. It is sold for about 3 cents cheaper per can than 
the usual condensed milk, and the ignorant and poorer classes 

. of people, being deceived by its appearance, are led to believe 
' that "it is just as good," and by being cheaper than real con
, <lensed milk they purchase it and use it in the family the same 
as they would use pure condensed milk. 

Doctor McColl um, of Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, 
Md., testified before the Committee on Agriculture as to this 
" :filled milk " as follows : 

Doctor MCCOLLUM. The thing for us to do, gentlemen, is this: We 
are as a Nation now using approximately half a pint of milk per day 
per person. We are using very little of the green leafy vegetables, and 
we are using too much meat. The proper thing for us to do is to re
place other thin~s in our diet-we should take at least a quart of milk 
per day, or its equivalent, and we should reduce out meat consumption 
to approximately 5 per cent of the total energy value of the diet. . 

• • • • • • • 
I do not know bow many children are fed on those substitutes for 

milk; perhaps none, but there is danger that there will be. How many 
ignorant people in the crowded quarters of the cities, how many for
eigners who know too little English to read a label and to understand 
the finer points of the thing-how many of them are likely to feed an 
infant on this canned milk? I guarantee that any infant that is fed 
for a few weeks on one of these milk substitutes will develop rickets as 
severe as you see it right here. [Exhibiting photograph.] 

Doctor Hart, a. well-known medical authority, in his testimony 
before the Wisconsin Legislature, where a law was passed pro
hibiting the manufacture of this u filled milk," testified as fol-
lows: · 

This bill should pass if for no better reason than that an uninformed 
public is just as likely to buy the substitute as it is to buy the genuine 
article, namely, the evaporated whole milk. The nutrition of the 
.American people should always be liberal. For direct consumption we 
should never allow as valuable a product as whole milk to be in any 
way tampered with. The condition into which the people in middle 
Europe sank during the war in respect to their nutrition ought to make 
us emphatically insistent upon the use of a liberal dietary for ourselves 
and our children. The substitution of the inferior coconut oil for the 
superior butter fat in a product like milk is a thing that the public 
should not tolerate for one moment. 

Charles W. Holman, secretary of the National Milk: Producers' 
Federation. testified before the same committee as to this. 
" filled milk," as follows : 

Mr. Balderstan, representing one of our member organizations, has 
very adequately expressed the view of the federation as a whole. I 
wish in support of that to read a part of a resolution adopted and sub
scribed to by our federation in Chicago on May 3 and 4 of this year: 

" In recent years a compound made of condensed skim milk and 
coconut oil bas been placed upon the market. The manufacturers of 
this product commonly known as filled milk, claim that it provides a 
market for skim milk. This claim is not well ta.ken, for instead of pro
vid1ng a market for skim milk it destroys a market for butter fat:. In 
1920, 7,000,000 pounds of coconut oil were used in the manufacture 
of filled milk, and as a result a market for 7 ,000,000 pounds of butter 
fat was destroyed and 8,000,000 pounds more butter was placed upon 
the mark.et. In other words, the coconut cow of the South Sea Islands 
replaced 40,000 cows owned by .American dairymen; and the price paid 
for skim milk to make this compound was not equal to what the live 
stock of the farm would return for it. 

" Moreover, this compound is sold as milk, and when sold as such is 
a counterfeit. 'A fraud is perpetrated upon the consumer. It does not 
contain the nourishing properties of milk, whlch is the fundamental 
food of this Nation, and no producer bas a right to so imitate it that 
tb.e consumer is likely to be deceived. The dairy industry must be pro
tected from this countel'feit and the consumer from deception: There
fore be 1t 

"Rellollved, That legislation be enacted to prevent the manufacture 
and sale of compound of milk, skim milk, and vegetable oils for human 
consumption." 

Likewise, at Buffalo, on July 8, we passed a resolution as 
follows: 
RJlSOLUTION ADOPTED BY THll CONJl'J!lRl!lNCll OF DAIRY INTJllRESTS, HllLD AT 

BUFFALO, N. Y., JULY 8, Ul21. 

Whereas there is an alarming increase in the manufacture, sale, and 
consumption of bogus milk products, consisting of compounds of 
skimmed milk and coconut oil or other vegetable fats ; and 

Whereas such products, regardless of the labels on the containers, 
are being sold in large quantities as condensed milk and other milk 
pro<lucts, thereby at once becoming a fraud on the consuming publie 
as well as a menace to the public health and to the dairy interests : 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we favor the abolition of sueh traffic by Congress 
by direct prohibitory or restraining laws. 

Gray Silver, representative of the AmeTican Farm Bureau 
Federation, testified before the same committee as follows: 

The dairymen of this country believe that very few of the people 
who consume the 86,000,000 pounds of filled or imitation evaporated 

: milk realized that they were Wiling skimmed milk and coc-onut oil 
instead of the condensed whole milk containing the fat vitamines so 
es ential to the growth and development of humans and especially 
babie. 

Aside from the varfous refinements or slight modiftcatfons of the 
pr-ocess filled condensed milk is manufactured by skim.ming the cream 

I horn the whole milk and then substituting coconut oil for It. In 
1 taking away the butter tat the life-sustaining tat soluble vitamines are 
1 removed and in its place is substituted oil which does not contain the 
yital crowth-producing substances. Blindness an.d death ultimately 

follow the use -of food lacking in vitamines. There are other sources 
of vitamines, according to the scientists, but mothers are not in the 
habit ot feeding large quantities of kidneys, liver tats, carrots, and 
yolk of egg in order tQI obtain the fat soluble vjtamines which is well 
and handily supplied 1n milk. 

The production of evaporated milk from which part or all of the fat 
has been skimmed and vegetable -01ls substituted has nearly trebled in 
the last four years in this country. It is a business which thrives 
upon the dairy business, has lt:I very toundation in the dairy industry, 
and yet one which, if continued, will work untold damage to it, for 
the modified or jmitation evaporated milk is being sold as the true 
product. In 1917 the output of imitation or filled evaporated milk 
was about 40,000,000 pounds. This increased steadily untn in 1920 
about 86,500,000 pounds were produeed. In the manufacturing of this 
amount of condensed filled milk there was removed about 7,605,000 
pounds of butter fat and virtually the same number of pounds of vege
table oils was substituted, since about 9 pounds of oil ls used to each 
100 pounds of evaporated product. This virtually destroys the market 
for about 7,500,000 pounds of butter fats. But its effect is much 
further reaching than that. It is a matter of vital concern to every 
dairyman in America. ' 

When the manufacturer lahela condensed filled milk in such a way 
as to show it is condensed skimmed milk and c-oconut oil instead of 
the whole milk containing butter fat, they neglect to advise the public 
of one big fact-or, namely, that the very life of the milk was taken from 
it when the butter fat was extracted. Labels on cans ot condensed 
filled-milk products advise consumers to use it in the making of cus
tards, cake, and general cooking and for use in coffee and cocoa.. They 
do not state, however, that the milk is lifeless and does not carry the 
necessary ingredients for health of humans, particularly babies. 

So important has become the issue that already four States have 
not waited upon the Federal Government to pass a law protecting the 
people, but have passed State laws prohibiting the manufacture ot 
filled mllk. These laws are found in Wisconsin, Maryland, Ohio, South 
Carolina, and Florida, and bills have been introduced in New Jersey 
and· Pennsylvania. 

• • • • • • • 
Coconut milk vel'sns cow's milk. The only reason tor the manufac

turing of this product, filled condensed milk, is that it can be sold at a. 
cheaper price. It is generally understoQd that when two products are 
believed by the public to be the same-and that applies generally to 
fl.lled condensed milks and the regular condensed product-that the 
cheaper one will force the higher-priced product off the market. It is 
a significant fact that at the time when evaporated and condensed milk 
declined 50 per cent in 1920 from the high reco1·d of 1919 imitatiQn 
condensed milk with the coconut oil and skimmed milk increased 24 
per cent. Th.e consumer did not materially benefit by this substitute. 
as the prlce asked was only slightly lower then than for the genuine 
health and growth producing condensed milk. 

The dairy industry, of course, does not wish to see itself destroyed 
by a by-product. 

Until all the States in the Union have passed laws prohibiting 
this fraud upon the public the plain duty of Congress is to im
mediately enact this bill prohibiting the shipment of " filled 
milk" in interstate commerce. [Applause.] 

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. TEN EYCK]. 

The CHAIBMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\1r. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the same request. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Minnesota? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. TEN EYCK. · Mr. Chairman, I wish to request unani

mous consent to revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD 
after I have concluded. I desire to introduce into the records 
my recommendations and correspondence with the chairman 
of the Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry when the work 
of the commission started, because I want the farmers to know 
that I am acquainted and familiar with the needs of agricul
ture and its conditions at the present time, as well as its posi
tion to other interrelated industries. I wish them to know 
that I have done my bit in Congress to correct the evils that 
exist with agriculture. I do not want them to feel that I am 
not in sympathy with their problems and interests, when I ob
ject to recommendation No. 5 in this report, which recommends 
that the Government enter into immediate negotiations with 
the Dominion of Canada for the conclusion of a treaty for the 
improvement of the St. Lawrence River. 

I assumed this position with an intimate knowledge of the 
requirements of agriculture, both ~esent and future, and feel 
that if this recommendation is carried through to an ultimate 
conclusion, it will be detrimental to the farmers' interests in 
this country, and I am opposing it with a sincere desire to do 
that which I believe to be for the best interest of the farmers 
of the country. 

I wish to ask the gentlemen of this House who a.re members 
of the Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry, who voted 
to place this recommendation in the repPrt, to explain to the 
House why they inserted thi& recommendation in the report, 
what information they have at hand, what Jm9wledge they have 
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been able to obtain which caused them to vote in favor of the 
recomniendatfon, or what the incentive was which caused them 
to support a recommendation for a project which will take 10 
or 15 years to construct, when immeQ,iate transportation relief 
is of paramount importance. 

Were there any hearings held on this subject? 
If o, what was the favorable information gathered? 
Does the committee know that there are many farmers op

posed to this project? 
When 'vas there a ptecedent established heretofore to develop 

foreign territory in time of peace? 
What is the real reason why it is recommended? 
Recommendation No. 5 was placed in the report by a majority 

of one by the Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry. It was 
embodied in the commission's report without holding hearings, 
·without filing data, without a request of the commission to the 
chairman to secure information as regards this important sub
ject, and without any information in the text to justify the 
recommendation, except a reference to the report of the Inter
national Joint Commission. 

If this recommendation is carried through favorably it will 
cost the Government of the United States many hundreds of 
millions of dollars to construct a waterway within the territory 
of the Dominion of Canada outside of the territory of the 
United States. 

If this recommendation is acted upon favorably it will mean 
that the Senate will ratify a treaty which will morally, if not 
legally, obligate the United States Government to an expendi
ture of millions of dollars, and to transfer an all-American 
waterway transportation system from the United States to 
Canada, and place it in competition with the Mississippi River, 
the Ohio River, and the barge canal, which are the present 
American outlets to the Great Lakes, without the House of 
Representatives having investigated or considered it. · 

If this recommendation is acted upon favorably the treaty 
will be agreed upon and entered into, binding the House of 
Representatives to an enormous appropriation, if not legally, 
morally to build a waterway within the territory of a foreign 
and competitive nation. 

This recommendation was made by the Joint Commission of 
Agricultural Inquiry, which was appointed to consider agii
cultural problems and interrelated industries under Senate 
Concurrent Resolution No. 4, Sixty-seventh Congress. 

This recommendation was adopted by the Joint Commission 
of Agricultural Inquiry with every member of the committee, 
except three, expressing themselv~s in the conference in opposi
tion to embodying the recommendation in the report, stating 
that the recommendation is unnecessary and out of place in the 
report. 

The following additional recommendation was offered by Mr. 
TEN EYCK when recommendation No. 5 was retained in the re
port. This was lost by a vote of 9 to 1. 

The St. Lawrence River is a natural boundary line; the interests of 
the G-Overnment of the Dominion of Canada and of the Government of 
the United States are mutual in its utj.lization. It is suggested that 
the Government of the United States take such steps as are consistent 
and in accordance with international procedure with the Dominion of 
Canada and Great Britain to purchase all that territory in the Domin
ion of Ca nada lying east and south of the line comprising the center of 
the channel of the St. Lawrence River from its mouth to its source, 
including the full riparian rights and rights to develop and utilize half 
of the water power from the St. Lawrence River, at the same time that 
it negotiates a trea.ty in accordance with the commission's recoml?-enda
tion No. 5, and it is suggested that the Secretary of State .use his best 
endeavors to have the purchase price agreed upon credited on the 
British debt to the United States. 

The Ten Eyck recommendation was offered with the purpose 
to invite the President of the United States, when negotiating 
a treaty with Canada, to negotiate with Canada and Great 
Britain as their interest may appear at the same time the pur
chase of any land that lies adjacent to and borders on the St. 
Lawrence River within the Dominion of Canada, which is obliga
tory for the United States Government to own so that she wil1 
receive all the benefits to which she is entitled, either legally, 
morally, or financially, as well as from a business point of view, 
before we obligate ourselves to pay any part of the cost of the 
project. 

This amendment was recommended so that if a treaty is suc
cessfully negotiated with the Canadian Government the United 
States Government will own and control half of the land adja
cent to the canal constructed in the St. Lawrence River; as well 
as half of the land which will be improved from the develop~ 
ment of the water power in the St. Lawrence River. 

Every country should have absolute jurisdiction over its trans
portation systems, and all transportation systems in any coun
try should terminate in terminals located within the boundary 
and jurisdiction of that country. 

The land adjacent to a water-power development bas as much 
value as the water development itself, because it is the reser
voir, the storage battery, and the transformer of the electrical 
energy developed. 

It is where the people congregate to utilize the power devel
opment. It is where villages, cities, and large manufacturing 
industrial units are built up. It is where great manufactur
ing plants are erected to utilize and transform the electrical 
energy developed by the water power and transformed into 
commercial articles of commerce. It is where the total annual 
output is accumulated each year and stored in the form of large 
business and commercial centers, private homes, manufacturing 
plants, and industries of all kinds. It is where the annual total 
power output is stored and accumulated for all time in the fu
ture, like a storage battery, to be utilized at will. 

Therefore, it is essential that we own half of the land, so 
that we may be a 50 per cent beneficiary for all time in the 
future, before we pay 50 per cent of the cost of its development. 

If the Canadian Government intends to cooperat.e with the 
United States for the development of this costly enterprise, she 
will see the strength of this argument and show her sincerity 
of purpose by placing us in a position that we will not only be 
a 50 per cent cooperator in the construction of the enterprise but 
she will help· us to become a 50 per cent beneficiary for all time 
in its utilization. 

The reconstruction of the agricultural and commercial in
dustries of the Unit.ed States is of immediate necessity and para
mount importance; cheap transportation is the greatest factor 
in accomplishing the full economic development of the agricul
tural industry and the proper development of the farm life of 
the country. 

The farmers, having suffered mostly from the after-war defla
tion, are mostly in need of immediate relief by a scientific de
velopment of all of our internal problems, and especially ·the 
development of our internal and domestic waterways, which 
will best meet their necessity the quickest and help most to 
solve not only the transportation and marketing problems but 
many of the other disadvantages under which he is laboring 
to-day. 

The complete resuscitation of the agricultural life of the 
country will call for the expenditure of a large sum of money 
out of the Treasury of the United States, as its prosperity is 
necessary to bring about the immediate and necessary relief to 
the :financial, industrial, and commercial life of the entire 
country. 

ct is imperative that we make all internal improvements 
within the territory of the United States before any expendi
tures are considered without the territory of the United States, 
and that all money expended out of the Treasury of the United 
States for reconstruction purposes be expended where it can 
be of the greatest service to the greatest number in the shortest 
time, and that all of our rivers and harbors and small navigable 
streams be improved before any large project is considered, so 
as to give to the people throughout the entire country direct and 
immediate relief. 

'rhe United States should improve its own harbors first, so 
as to relieve present transportation conditions by improving the 
harbors of Portsmouth, Boston, New London, New Haven, 
Bridgeport, New York, Philadelphia, Trenton, Wilmington 
(Del.), Baltimore, Wilmington (N. C.), Charleston, Savannah, 
Jacksonville, Mobile, New Orleans, Galveston, Panama, San
tiago, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Portland, Seattle, and all 
the other harbors within the Great Lakes, and immediately · im
prove the inland waterways connecting the !arious harbors with 
the interior, to give to agiiculture waterway transportation 
from the interior to the sea, such as the Connecticut River, the 
Hudson River, the Delaware River, the Susquebanna Ri'V'er, the 
Potomac River, the Ohio River, the Mississippi River, the 1\fis
souri River, the Warrior River, the Tombigbee River, the Arkan
sas River, the Red River, the Tennessee River, and such other 
rivers and tributaries that need improvement, so as to give to 
the farmer proper and adequate inland waterway transporta
tion rates; and immediately improve all the canals within the 
territory of the United States with the same object in view, 
and immediately take steps to continue and complete that great 
and imporant intercoastal canal project connecting Boston with 
Galveston through Florida. 

The cost of the development of the water power in the St. 
Lawrence River under present conditions, when the cotmtry is 
in need of the money for the stabilization of its own commercial 
interests, will not only deprive them of the money but if utilized 
to its full capacity it will further upset the economic conditions 
of business, if the claims of the proponents are true that it 
will create the electrification of all the railroads within a thou-
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sltlld miles or more of the development, and whiCh will cause 
the scrapping of all -the steam engines, ·the -steam i>laiits, the 
cutting down ~f the -production of the coal mines of the country; 
changing the source of power of the entire interrelatea in
'dustries. 

The total expenditure to change from steam to ~ectric equip
ment and the scrapping of all steam-power plants will cost the 
people of the United States more than what it will cost to 
harness the St. Lawrence !River. These cnan_ges must be 
brought about gradually, with the -idea uf doing the least barm 
po sible to the public. 

We will admit the tragedy of freight congestion that war
time conditions created in the Western States, which ·instilled 
in the minds of the people in that locality an imagina:ry and 
visionary idea that the canalization of the St. Lawrence Rtver 
is the "quack-medicine cure-all " which will :relieve all of their 
ailments. 

I can appreciate the reason why many people in the West 
were in favor .of the canalization of the St. Lawrence River, 
that condition of mind was brought about by the freight con
gestion which existed during the war, and the railway rates 
which were caused by the war. 

During the war there was a shortage of more than 50,000 
freight cars. To-day, however, there is a surplus of over 
300.000. During the war the New York State Barge Oanal 
was not in service, it was not entirely completed, the Federal 
Go,-ernment had taken over its control, along with the control 
of the railroads of the country. Since the war, in the spring 
of 1-021, the barge canal was turned back to the jurisdiction 
of the State of New York, and has been thr.own open to the 
use of the public, and private capital has _placed upon it large 
barges of from 2,000 to 3,000 tons capacity, and in the year 
of 1921, the .first year of its operation, it carried over 1,000,000 
tons of freight between Bufi'alo and New York Oity, one cargo 
consisting of 80,000 bushels of oats was carried from Buffalo 
to New York City without being transferred or unloaded en 
route. 'When it reached the harbor of -New York the -entire 
cargo was transferred to a trans-Atla.nti.c steamer and shipped 
to Europe. 

Hugh L. Oooper & Co., a firm of engineers of national and 4 
international repute, made a study and survey on the ground 
of this important project for some 'large financial American 
interests, and made a report to them, which has since been 
made public, in whicb they state thm: the "Canalization of the 
St. Lawrence River and the development of all ~s water 
power, including the interest on -the investment during its 
construction, aamage to the adjacent prqperty owners, and 
such other liabilities that may arise, will cost approximately 
·$1.250,000,000, exclusive of the deepening of the channels and 
harbors, the rebuilding Of the docks, and the installation of 
the proper machinery within the Great Lakes to accommodate 
ocean liners, all of which will necessitate an additional ex-
penditure of approximately $100,000,000. • 

While the international joint commissioners 1·eport an ap
proximate cost of much less than the above, they state, how
ever, that their figures were made without any soundings or 
borings and without developing all the water power in the 
St. Lawrence River, and they recommend that another com
mission ·o'f engineers be appointed to go into .this matter more 
thoroughly a.nd in detail before the Go-.-emments of the United 
States and Canada commit themselves to their recommendation. 

If Jllr. Cooper is right m his estimate, which I have all rea
son to believe is COTrect, the annual cost uf operation, mainte
nance, including -the interest on the money invested at 5 per 
cent, will amount to approximately $75,000,000. 

The total tonnage of all commodities carried in the United 
States via rail, waterway, and highway is more than a .billion 
tons. The total tonnage of the five principal grains-wheat, 
corn, rye, ba:rley, and oats-raised in 1920 in the United States 
amounted to 144,826,376 short tons. The -total tonnage of all 
commodities, both raw and manufactured, carried on the Great 
Lakes in 1920 was 19'7,502,000 tons. The total tonnage of all 
commodities exported from the United States which was car
ried on the Great Lakes amounted to 9,065,497 short tons. 
The -total tonnage of grain and vegetable products of the United 
·-stateB carriea in 1920 on the Great Lakes amounted to 5,499,-
026 short tons. The total tonnage of grain and grain products 
-of the United States which was ship.Ped off of the Great Lakes 
ior foreign export amounted to 2,999,654 short tons in 1920. 
The total tonnage of all commodities exported from all J)orts in 
the United States in 1920 amounted to 63,803,433 tons, of which 
-0nly 9,204,458 ·short tons consisted of the five principal grains. 
It is a-p_parent that only an infinitesimal amount of _grain in 
comparison to the entire trnsinPSs of the country is ex,ported 
-from shtpn:0r.ts on ·the Great Lakes. 

The expenditure of more than half a billion dollars by the 
United States 'is not warranted ifor the purpose of carrying only 
2,999,654 short tons of grain for export. 

Assuming that Mr. Hugh L. Cooper's estimate is correct-that 
it will cost $1,250,000,000 to canalize the St. Lawrence River 
and develop the entire water power in tbe river, _plus $100,000,000 
to deepen the channels, improve the harbors and docks and load
ing facilities in the Great Lakes, making a total of $1,350,000,000 
'for the entire improvement-it would be much better for the 
Unit-ed States to apply the interest on the money invested on 
the freight rates of all the food products of the United States 
than to assume the gamble of this project being successful and 
meeting all the requirements after its completion. 

Five per cent on the total investment would amount to 
$67,500,000. The United States' proportionate share will be 
one-ha1f of the above, amounting to $33,750,000. If applied to 
323,851,345 bushels, the total number of bushels of the five prin
cipal grains exported from the United States, it would permit 
a subsidy of more than 10 cents per bushel on the entire amount 
of grain shipped from all the ports throughout the entire United 
States, and a subsidy of more than $11 per ton on all the.- grain 
exported from the United States shipped on the Great Lakes, 
or a ·subsidy of twice the present water freight rate from Duluth 
to Live11)ool on wheat. 

Mr. Sl\Il'l"H of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Yes. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Does not the gentleman think 

there will be more than 3,000,000 tons shipped on the Great 
Lakes if they have a ship canal giving them an all-waterway 
outlet to the ocean? 

Mr. TEN EYOK. I will answer the gentleman. Grain is 
shipped to-day more than 200 miles by rail from Ka.nsas City 
to Chicago to ship via the Great Lakes to take advantage of 
the barge canal. I recommend that we improve the l\fississippi 
Rtver, . the Ohio River, and the Missouri River [applause] to 
give the people in Kansas City waterway transportation all the 
way from Kansas City to Liverpool without having to use the 
railroads for 200 miles. [.Applause.] 

Mr. TINCHER. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. TEN EYOK. I will. 
l\1r. TINCHER. As I understand, the gentleman is opposed 

to the St. Lawrence River project because it is too expensive 
and not economical? 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I am not opposed to the St. Lawrence 
River project because it is tot> expensive. I am opposed to it 
because it is not a practical scheme, because we are calling 
upon the taxpayers of the United States and upon the con
sumers of the United States to pay for a waterway for a small 
section of the country to transport a small -percentage of the 
tota1 grain produced in the United States, which is proven by 
the statistics of the Department of Commerce, the War De
partment, and the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. TINCHER. Is the gentleman sure that his opinion on 
this subject is not in any way influenced by the barge canal? 

Mr. TEN EYCK. 1 can say this to the gentleman, that I 
am not opposed to it because of the barge canal. I voted for a 
larger Navy and I voted for bigger waterways, and I want to 
know whether the gentleman from Kansas voted for those 
things? [Applause.] 

Mr. TINCHER. My argument was not that you should vote 
for all the appropriations. That would be more than I do. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. New York State usually votes for appro
priations for the other parts of the country. We are proud 
of that, and we are proud when they con1e along with us to 
help us. [Applause.] 

Mr. TINCHER. This happens to be a project, though, that 
would conflict a little with your New York Barge Canal, but 
which might benefit the whole remainder of the United States. , . 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I wish the gentleman would not make a 
speech in my time. 

From a business standpoint it would be better for us as a 
Nation to use the interest on the money w.bich we will have to 
invest to relieve the freight rates on all of the farmer's food 
products, because if we do this we will at the same time lower 
the cost to the consumers of the United States as well as the 
consumers of Europe. 

Ou:r own citizens are certainly entitled to as much relief 
as it is possible tD give them, because the consumer and pro
duce1" alike are equally responsible for the taxes levied for 
any Federal improvement. There is no valid reason why the 
United States snould construct .this gigantic project, lying 
Wttb1n tlle territory of the Dominion of Canada from the 
Great Lakes to the Gulf of 'St. Lawrence. Cn.na.da owns more 
than 90 per cent of the land on bofh sic'les of tbe St. Lawrence 

• 
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River. Therefore they will be the principal beneficiary of not 
only the canalization but the water-power development as well 
for all time in the future. 

One of the arguments of the proponents of this scheme is that 
a harbor on the St. Lawrence River is several hundred miles 
nearer Liverpool than the harbor of New York. Therefore, it is 
essential that the United States own the land bordering on 
the southeast bank of the St. Lawrence River throughout its 
entire length so that before the sch€:me has been made a reality 
we will own the necessary land to establish harbors within our 
own territory equally near to Liverpool. 

We might ju t as well arrange to have the Boston & Albany, 
the Bo ton & .Maine, the New York Central, the Pennsylvania, 
and the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroads transfer 
their terminals to Canadian ports in the Dominion of Canada, 
so that they will be nearer to Liverpool, as to father a move
ment to transfer our water transportation system to the Domin
ion of Canada, so- that its export harbors will be closer to 
England. 

Accepting Buffalo as the eastern export terminal in the United 
States on the Great Lakes for the purpose of comparison. Buf
falo is located approximately 400 miles from Montreal and ap
proximately 500 miles from the city of New York. Buffalo is 

· 488 miles nearer Liverpool via the St. Lawrence route than via 
the barge canal through New York City; for a shippe1· to take 
advantage of this shorter route, it is imperative that an ocean 
liner will have to travel after it leaves the Straits of Belle Isle, 
similarly located to the harbor of New York on the Atlantic 

- Ocean, 1,395 miles, including the tortuous, narrow, and danger
ous channel with many obstructions and varying currents in 
the St. Lawrence River to get to Buffalo, nearly half of the 
total distance of 3,597 mile between Buffalo and Liverpool. 

Se -enty-five per cent of the population and the consuming 
public of the country is located nearer to New York Harbor 
than the harbor of the city of Montreal. In addition to this 
tJ1e harbor of Montreal is only a six-months port. It is as essen
tial to have proper feeders and <listribntors of cargoes ·1eading 
into a harbor as the harbor itself, and the network of water
ways, highways, and railways that enter into the harbor of 
New York is unexcelled throughout the world, which assure 
return ca rgoes to all trans-Atlantic liners which dock within 
this harbor; not for six months, but throughout the entire year. 

I wish to submit to you 68 reasons in opposition to the canali
za tion of the St. Lawrence River and the development of the 
water power in conjunction with Canada which I introduced in 
a minority report in opposition to the recommendation that the 
Government of the United State negotiate a h·eaty to canalize 
the St. Lawrence River, which in itself should be obnoxious 
to the House of Representatives, as it will take away from them 
the right to study this important project before they have been 
requil'ed-if not legaJly, morally-to appropriate hundreds of 
millions of dolla rs to carry out a treaty ratified by the Senate 
of the United States without having had an opportunity to 
study i ts feasibility, practicability, or usefulness: 

1. The ocean liner can not compete with the Great Lakes 
boat s of equal tonnage, due to the fact that the ocean liner will 
cost more to build than the Great La.kes boats of equal tonnage. 

2. A 10,000-ton vessel on the Atlantic Ocean requir_es 50 men 
to man it, while a 10,000-ton boat on the Great Lakes is manned 
by 30 men. 

3. The insurance on the ocean-going vessel, on account of the 
original cost and extra hazard of the ocean-going boat traveling 
the St. Lawrence River and Great Lakes, will be materially 
higher. 

4. The rate on coal from Buffalo to Duluth, a distance of 
1,000 milel'l, is 50 cents per ton on a lake carrier. The rate on 
coal from Norfolk to Boston, a distance of 500 miles, is $1.10 
to $1.25 per ton on an ocean liner. 

5. An ocean-going steamer which is designed to navigate the 
seas in all wea ther can not operate on the Great Lakes with the 
same safety as a Great -Lakes boat, due to its construction, de
sign, and depth of draft; nor can it carry a full cargo on inland 
waterways for the same and other reasons. Likewise, a Great 
Lakes boat of equat tonnage can not travel the Atlantic Ocean 
_with safety in all weather on ac~ount of its construction, de
sign, and draft. We admit that both of these designs of yessels 
can navigate in either place under the most favorable conditions 
if the channels are deep enough to accommodate the draft of 
the vessel, but not with safety in stormy or foggy weather, due 
_to the difference of the condition under which they sail and 
their design. 

6. The Board of Rivers and Harbors state that the total 
,tonnage of the Great Lakes during the year 1920was197,502,000 
short tons. The amount of the tonnage exported from the Great 
Lakes was 9,065,497 short tons-approximately 4-! per cent. 

• 

The deduction from which makes it apparent that most of the 
tonnage on the Great Lakes is used domestically for manufac
turing purposes and for domestic consumption . • 

From statistics gathered by the Department of Commerce the 
total production of grain in the United States, in bushels, for 
the year 1920 is as follows: Corn, 3,232,367,000; wheat, 787,-
128,000; barley, 222,024,000; rye, 69,318,000; oats, 1,526,055,000; 
grand total, 5,816,892,000 bushels; equal in weight to 144,826,376 
short tons. There were exported from all ports in the- United 
States 323,851,345 bushels, as per table below, equal in weight to 
9,264,458 short tons. The total short tons of all grains exported 
from all the ports of the United States, including the bread
stu:ffs, wheat flour, corn meal, rye flour, barley flour, oatmeal, 
and 392,612,555 pounds of rice, total 24,099,113 short tons ex-
ported dming 1920. ' 
Wheat, rye, barley, corn, and oats ezported from alZ parts of the United 

States, by customa districts. 

Wheat. Rye. Barley. Corn. Oats. 

Maine and New Bmhm. B'IUhm. Bushels. Bushel.s. Bmhm. 
Hampshire-. __ .••. _ 1,583,527 1,571, 7ffl 124,~2 M7,258 1, 276 

Maryland_·-···-····· 27, 798,338 19, G79,665 735, 758 1,623,402 1,884,718 
Massachusetts. - ••••• _ <t,174,554 333, 759 4'5, 112 58,SM 85,819 
New York.·-·-·-··--- 36, 148,343 23,488, 700 4,947,659 1 653 372 7,884,700 
P~!i-d~lphia.-······- 17,684', 343 2, 1ro,992 232,538 '100:665 126, 166 
Vll'guua ___ . _ ..... _ ... 2,153,278 311,487 150,414 1()9, 466 89,885 
Galveston. __ .•••• _. _. 46,561,406 496, 713 625,055 82,229 1,500 
New Orleans._ .•..•.• 48,695,834 177,857 5, 949,073 l,H2,998 9iJT , 068 
Sabine·-·--··-·-· ___ ._ 1, 772,010 ············ 2,658 .............. . -. ·: 2i; 22i Oregon. ... _ .... -·· ... 12, 289, 790 ............ ............. .... 223;327· Washington. ..•.....• 3,519, 766 ............... .............. 30, 716 
Bu1Ialo ____ ... ·-···--. 488,058 61,000 ............. 62,817 1, 179 
Chicago ....... ___ ... _ 7,278, 767 525,H2 ............... 648,74'9 . .......... . .. 
Duluth and Superior. 7, 4-05, 888 7,684,589 --•:eii:os.3- 357, 128 234 
San Francisco ... _ .... 5, 715 -... 345; 096. 2,160 48,833 

~~~~~~::::::: :: : : : : 260,642 106, 368 7, 719, ()44 1,342,423 
467,04,5 113, 703 ' 324,4'67 2,m,951 452,136 

TotaL-··---·-- 218, '1Sl' 334 57,070,490 17,&54,227 17, 761;42D 12.877,ff74. 

Grand total, 323,851,345 bushels: 

7. The Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors states 
that the total of all vegetable food products of the United 
States carried on the Great Lakes in 1920 amounted to 5,499,026 
short tons, and Canada's total tonnage for the same products 
amounted to 2,284,582 short tons. 

The Board of Army Engineers for Rivers and Harbors states 
that the total tonnage of all grains of the United States carried 
on the "1reat Lakes in 1920 totaled 4,794,122 short tons, of 
which 2,999,654 short tons were exported, which is the total 
amount of grain that would pass through the St. Lawrence 
Canal, provided all the export grain on the Great Lakes was 
transferred from American routing to a routing via St. Law
rence through Montreal in Canada. The barge canal, wholly 
within the territory of the United States, can accommodate 
seven times this tonnage annually. 

Therefore the amount of service that the St. Lawrence River 
will render to the country on shipment of farm products, even 
though it meets all the expectations of its advocates, is in
finitesimal when compared with our gross tonnage or even 
to the total export tonnage of farm products. 

According to calculations of the Department of Agriculture 
43 per cent of the value of the total exports in 1920 consisted 
of farm products. If this percentage is applied to the total 
tonnage as given in the preceding paragraph, the tonnage of 
all farm products would be approximately 27,435,000 short tons. 

8. The Board of Rivers and Harbors state that the total 
tonnage of all commodities exported from all ports in the 
United States in 1920 was approximately 63,803,433 hort tons. 
Total tonnage of all farm products exported approximates 
27,435,000 short tons. 

9. If the people in the great Middle West located at shipping 
points similar to the shippers in the Kansas City region wish 
water transportation to the sea, I suggest that we improve the 
Missouri River, the Mississippi River, the Ohio River, and fur
nish the necessary boats to give them an all-Amercan waterway 
route to the sea, the same as Kansas City enjoys to-day via 
the Mississippi River, and not require them, as is their desire 
at the present time, to make more than a 200-mile railway haul 
from Kansas City to the Great Lakes so that they may utilize 
an artificial waterway route through a foreign territory that 
will, I predict, eventually cost the United States more than 
one-half a billion dollars to build, which when completed will 
entail a big annual expenditure to operate and maintain. 

10. The people in the Great Lakes territory cry fo1· a cheaper 
water route for 5 per cent of their business and forget the 95 
per cent consumed by the people of their own country. 'rhey 
are like the merchant that manufactures a general utility article 
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in a city of 1,000,000 inhabitants and sends all his salesmen to 
the rural and sparsely populated districts hundreds of miles 
distant to sell a small percentage of his output and neglects his 
local million-peopled market. 

11. The St. Lawrence Ship Canal will not serve or cheapen 
the freight rates on food products to the consuming public of 
the United States. If ·the Federal Government decides to ex
pend this vast amount of money in waterways we should 
expend it in such a way that it will give at least our own people 
equal benefits with the people of all foreign countries. 

12. It is an absolute necessity that a country control its trans
portation system to insure commercial success. 

13. All the transportation systems of any country should 
terminate at terminals and harbors wholly within its territory, 
both in peace times and in war times. 

14. More than 75 per cent of the people of the world are 
closer to the ports of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Balti
more, and all other ports within the territory of the United 
States, than to the port of Montreal. 

15. More than 75 per cent of the population of the world 
has a shorter waterway transportation route connection with 
the Great Lakes through the port of New York via the barge 
canal than through the port of Montreal via the St. Lawrence 
River. 

16. The argument that the port of New York, due to its con
gestion, is a sufficient reason for the construction of a deep 
waterway canal in the St. Lawrence River to make Montreal 
the principal export city of North America is obsolete. This 
has been answered in a practical way by the States of New 
York and New Jersey in their approved plan in making the port 
a national harbor and increasing its facilities and capacity ten
fold by their cooperation in the expenditure of many millions 
of dollars. 

The population within the vort harbor district is more than 
the entire population of Canada. The railroads and other 
transportation facilities entering this harbor outclass those in 
importance entering any other terminal in the world. These 
feeders, outside of the natural advantages of the harbor, are 
absolutely necessary for an economical and successful export 
center. They assure to ocean-going liners a full cargo each way. 
New York port being open throughout the entire year, assures 
shippers a continuous waterway service throughout the entire 
year. 

17. On account of the shortness of the navigable season in 
Canada, the shippers can only use the canal approximately six: 
months in the year, which will make it necessary that the 
ocean liners will have to look elsewhere for business for the 
other six months of the year. · 

18. The St. Lawrence having only a normal six months' sea
son, it will increase the cost of navigating ocean liners between 
the Gulf of St. Lawrence and the Great Lakes to such an extent 
that it will make the use of trans-Atlantic vessels prohibitive. 

19. The building of the St. Lawrence Ship Canal will give 
Great Britain access to the Great Lakes with her warships, .as 
well as with vessels of commerce, through her territory, while 
all of our vessels will first have to pass through English or 
Canadian territory. 

20. In case of war between Great Britain and any other coun
try which is on friendly terms with the United States, the 
United States will be prohibited from sending any of her food 
products to them through this canal. 

21. The cost of shipping grain to New York City from Duluth 
via the Great Lakes, barge canal, and Hudson River is 7! cents, 
including the elevator charges and five days' storage at Buffalo, 
made up as follows: 1! cents per bushel from Duluth to Buf
falo; 6 cents from Buffalo to New York, including elevator 
charges and five clays' storage at Buffalo and 1 cent transfer 
charge at New York City, including five additional days' stor
age in New York City. 

See telegrams quoting rates: 
NEW YORK, N. Y., January 2.5, 19~. 

Hon. PETER G. TEN EYCK. 
House of Representatiies, Washington, D. 0.: 

Canal rate wheat, Buffalo, New York, slightly fluctuating season 
1921. Minimum, including elevator ch~rges, at Buffalo, 6 cents per 
bushel ; maximum, 8 cents per bushel ; additional elevation charge here 
boat to steamship, 1 cent per bushel. 

E. S. WALSH. 

BUFFALO, N. Y., January 25, 1922. 
Congressman PETER G. TEN EYCK, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
Answering telegram, cost of trani;;ferring grain from lake boats to 

~rs or canal bciats, l cent per bushel, including five days' storage in 
elevator. 

ADAM E. CORNELIUS. 

INTERNATIONAL ELEVATING Co., 
New York, Decembe1· 20, 19Zl. 

The following charges will be in efl'ect January 1, 1922: 
Charges to be paid by the grain : Receiving, weighing, and discharg· 

ing, seven-eighths cent per bushel; transportation of elevator, one
eighth cent per bushel; boat trimming, $1.50 per 1,000 bushels; mix
ing, one-fourth cent per bushel ; blowing and screening or dusting, one
fourth cent per bushel; on all hot and salvage grain additional tTim
ming charge, $3.50 per 1,000 bushels ; on any parcel less than a towing 
lot of 4,000 bushels or any parcel or cargo on which the owners order 
bagging in excess of amount of bagging required by underwriters' rules, 
transportation of elevator shall be one-half cent per bushel. 

Charges for delivery to be paid by the steamer: Trimming. $3 per 
1,000 bushels; trimming decks 30 feet or over, $4.50 per 1,000 bushels: 
waiting time for grain trimmers (longshoremen), $1 per hour per man. 

21a. From reliable authority grain can be carried from Atlan
tic ports in lots of ten to twenty thousand tons as a part cargo of 
ocean liners cheaper than a tramp or a liner will carry a full 
cargo. The cost of shipping grain from New York to Liverpool 
is approximately 9.6 cents per bushel. See following letters : 

NEW YORK, Febnw1·y 15, 1922. 
Hon. PETER G. TEN EYCK, 

House of R epresentatives, Washi11gt01i, D. 0. 
Sm: We have your favor of the 9th instant, r elative to quotation on 

a full ca.rgo or parcel lot of grain from New York to Liverpool. E ngland. 
Please be advised that the present quotation· on parcel Jots-that is, 

on about 10,000 bushels of eitl1er corn, wheat, or rye--is 3 shillings 
9· pence per quarter. which ·is 480 pounds, while the full cargo rate is 
4 shillings per quarter. 

We are in a position to book for February or March shipment at the 
above rates on parcel lots, and charter a full cargo of corn, whent, or 
rye for March shipment at 4 shillings. We are not in a positio1i to 
quote you on oats. 

For your information, the rate depends at times on the supply and 
demand, and does not very much depend on the season of the year. For 
instance, in January wheat, corn, and rye was quoted at 3 shillings 
per quarter for shipment in February. 

We trust this information will be of service to you, and remain, 
Yours very truly, 

C. B. RI CHARD & Co., 
F. J. NA.DO, Fo rwa1·din g D epartment. 

INTERNATIONAL :\IERCANTILE MARil\E Co., 
New Yorl•, Feb1·uary 10, 1922. 

Mr. PETER G. TE:-< EYCK, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: W e h:.ive your letter of the 8th instant. 
There are no tariff rates to· United Kingdom ports for bulk grain, 

This is an open mar ket and supply and demand govern. The reguiar 
liners nearly all require a quantity of grain for stability. 

At the present time the amount of space available in these steamers 
exceeds the supply of grain. The r esult is that the current r ate is 
less than U-At at which tramp steamers ca·n be profitably operated with 
full cargoes of grain. The prei:;ent rate at which wheat, corn, and rye 
are being booked from New York to Liverpool is 3 shillings 6 pence per 
quarter, which at the current rate of exchange is equal to about 15~ 
cents per 100 pounds. 

We believe there are one or two tramp steamers offering for full 
cargoes on which the owners .intimated they would trade at 4 shillin"'s 
6 pence per quarter, which is eQual to approximately 20~ cents p~r 
100 pounds. 

For the freight department. 
Ii'. A. RYAN, Manager. 

SUBllIARINK BOAT CORPORATION, 
Newark, N. J., February If), 19'£2. 

Hon. PETER G. TEN EYCK, 
Washington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR CoNGRlilSSMAN: In response to your letter under· date of 
February 11, I d~sire to inform you that we intend to operate on the 
barge c~nal, d uri?g the 1~22 s~asou, 30 barges, aggregating 12 ,240 
dead-weight carrymg capacity1 Wlth three new tugs especially adapted 
for service on the canal. This constitutes an addition of 60 per cent 
to the tonnage capacity of the fl.eet we h ad in operation last season 
and of course, the addition of the modern tugs mentioned. ' 

With respect to the other information, I regret that I do not have 
it a vailable, but I sha.11 try to get it for you as soon as possible 

Cordially yours, · 

Hon. PETER G. TEN EYCK, 
Washington, D. O. 

HEXRY .MOSROWIK. 

LUNHAM & MOORE, 
New York, February 10, 1922. 

DEAR SIR: In reply to your favor of yesterday's date, beg to state 
the present rate on heavy grain from New York to Liverpool is 3 shil
lings 6 pence per 480 pounds (a quarter of 8 bushels), at which we 
closed 32,000 bushels for one of our customers on a White Star 
steamer to March 4 and March 11. 

Full cargo rates are at present higher than berth rates to the United 
Kingdom, the present price asked from Atlantic ports being 4 shillings 
6 pence per quarter, although believe could obtain boats on bids a t 
4 shillings 3 pence. Cargo rates to United Kingdom have been ruling 
higher than berth for the past few months, owners seemingly prefer-
1i.ng business to the Continent (evidently because expenses discharging 
much cheaper). Cargo rates to Continent to-day for March, 16 cents 
per 100 pounds, while bertn rates are 17 to 18 cents per 100 pounds, 
owing scarcity of · berth room for near·by shipment. 

So you will see how the situation differs. United Kingdom berth far 
below cargoes and Continent berth higher than cargoes. 

Seasons have no bearing on rates, except perhaps on eve of new 
crop movement rates firm up owing to demand. 

Rates a.re controlled entirely on basis of supply and demand, world's 
markets having distinct bearing. When they can buy cheaper in oiner 
parts ot the world we suffer accordingly. 
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The ocean '"freight market is a large subject, difficult to convey in a 
letter. If you are ever down this way and want to talk about it, will 
be glad to give you sevei:al earJ:ulls, 1 

Very respectfully yours, 
W.ALTJlR l\IOORll. 

P. S.-Just noticed your letter referred •to oa.ts. a'her,e ~as been 
no oats business doing. The usual di.lference on cargoes ts, if heavy 
grain rate is 4 shillings per 480 pounds, oats would · be 3 shillings per 
320 pounds-that is, 1 shilling less, but per 320 pounds instead of 
480 poundL . 

The berth pa.reel rate bas been 3 shillings per 320 pounds, while 
heavy rate was 3 shillings 3 pence to 3 shilp.ngs 6 p~ee per 480 
pounds the 3-shilllng oats rate being an arbitrary munmum and a 
higher 'basis than it should be by comparison. 

CUNARD STEAMSHIP Co. (LTD.), 
N6w York, February 16, 19!2. 

PETER G. TEN EYCK, Esq., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Srn: We are in receipt of your communicat}.on of' February 9 
in 1·egard to request concerning. particulars on shipments of wheat, 
corn or oats from New York to Livet·pool. For your information full cargoes or grain have recently been closed 
from North Atlantic to Canadian ports to United KingdoJ? ports <;in. the 
basis of 4 shillings per quarter, and the liners are accepting 3 sbilhngs 
6 pence to 4 shillings at the present time. The average rate works 
out about 3 shillings 9 pence per quarta-. 

The liners are able to accept a little lower rate than the full-cargo 
steamers on account of the fact ·that t>bey only take parcel lots- ay, on 
an average of 10 loads per steamer, whlCh is the equivalent. of 3,140 
tons weight. Loads of this- nature serve as ballast ~or the lmers and 
a.re a great advantage to them in the dispatch of tbe1r steamers. 

In the case of full-cargo steamers they can hardly operate o~ less 
than 4 shillings per quarter, as they have no other cargo on which to 
obtain revenue, whereas in the case of liners they take general cargo, 
which is much better paying :freight. 

Grain can be loaded at the rate of about 200 tons per hour per hatch 
and can be discharged as quickly. . 

At this time last year the rates on grain were practically double 
what they are to-day and Bhlpments are going forward from the Gulf 
at rates a little higher than those prevailing on the North Atlantic
say 6 pence to 1 shilling per quarter additional. 

The equivalent of 3 shillings 6 pence per quarter is 77 cents per 480 
pounds, which is the equivalen~ of about 16 cents per 10~ pounds,.and 
no doubt you will agree that this is a very low rate of freight consider
ing the operating expenses of steamers to-day. 

One load of wheat equals 8,000 bushels, 60 pounds per bushel ; 480 
pounds per quarter equals 214 tons weight of 2,240 pounds. 

One load of corn equals 8,571 bushels, 56 pounds per bushel ; 480 
pounds per quarter equals 214 tons weight of 2,240 pounds. 

One load of oate equals 10,000 bushels, 32 pounds per bushel; 320 
pounds per quarter equals 143 tons weight of 2,240 pounds. 

We hope the foregoing covers the point you bave in mind, but, if not, 
it will be more than our pleasure to give you such additional informa
tion as you may request. 

Yours faithfully, 
CUNARD STEAMSHIP Co. (ltrD.); 
JOHN GAMMIE, General Freight Ma1tager. 

22. The same rates are charged on wheat from Montreal to 
Liverpool as from New York to Liverpool. The rate of insur
ance, h<>wever, amounts to about 11 cents per bushel more from 
Montreal to Liverpool than from New York to Live\·pool, which 
makes an additional cost of li cents from Montreal. During 
certain seasons of the year insurance companies refuse to ac
cept any insurance risks on , shipments via the St. Lawrence 
route trom Montreal. 

23. Paragraphs 20, 21, and 22 show conclusively that it will be 
impossible to save even 5 cents per bushel on e:q>ort grain 
through the St. Lawrence Canal, while we are promised by the 
shippers on the barge canal that they will lower their present 
rates at least 3 cents per bushel as soon as they can get enough 
of the proper type of boats on the canal. 

24. The interest alone on $500,000,000 at 5 per cent equals 
an amount large enough to give a 5-cent subsidy on 500,000,000 
bushels of grain, which is more than the total export from all 
our Atlantic ports in the United States. 

25. If it is a cheaper rate that is needed, let the United States 
give the shippers a freight allowance equal to the interest on 
the investment in the St. Lawrence Canal, and thereby run no 
risk of failure with so large an experiment, which will cost us 
so much in taxes. 

26. Using Buffalo as the all-American outlet from the Great 
Lakes to the Atlantic Ocean, the following distances to Liver
pool are interesting and self-explan,e.tory: 

Nauti.cal Statute 
miles. .miles. 

Isle to Montreal, through a narrow and dangerous channel 
throughout the entire length of the St. Lawrence River, while 
the distance between New York Ha-rbor and Liverpool is an 
open waterway throughout its entire length. (See 68 regarding 
statistical hazardous navigation.) 

27. In the building of the Panama Oanal we did not require 
financial assistance from other natiens, nor did we build it 
without first obtaining the territory through which it runs; 
but, on the other hand, it being an international route, to-day 
certain nations, especially G1·eat Britain, are trying to dictate 
to us as regards its operation, protection, and tolls. This being 
true, how much more would Great Britain endeavor to dictate 
to us if it laid within her territory, as this project will, and 
being of international concern, we will have again invested 
American money in an enterprise the policy of which will be 
controlled to a certain extent by foreigD. nations. 

28. The policy of the public-service commissions and the 
Interstate Commerce Commission is to oppose the building of a 
parallel transportation route until the existing route bas proven 
itself inadequate to take care of the traffic for which it was 
constructed. 

29. The New York Barge Canal was not completed until after 
the war had started. The Federal Government later took it 
over under its control when it took over the railroads. That 
and the war stifled all private capital from building boats and 
warehouses and investing genet·ally in transportation facilities 
or engaging in waterway transportation business. Not until 
the spring of 1921 did the Federal Government release its juris

.diction as well fill its boats, and turn back the canal to the State 
of New York, after which a number of private individuals and 
corporations placed boats upon the canal which carried in 1921, 
its first year of operation, more than a million tons of freight, 
which is more than one-third of the tonnage of all the grain 
exported from the Great Lakes. 

30. In 1921 a cargo of 80,000 bushels of oats was carried from 
Duluth through the Great •Lakes and through the barge canal 
to New York City via the HQdson River without breaking bulk 
at the city of Buffalo, and loaded it on ocean-going ·steamers in 
the harbor of New York, .showing conclusively that the barge 
canal is large enough to handle lake-going steamers, if that 
class <>f business is profitable. 

31. Mr. Hugh L. Cooper, of the .firm of .Hugh L. Cooper & Oo., 
engineers of national reputation, after a thorough physical study 
on the ground and compilation of costs of the construction of a 
canal and development of the water power in the St. Lawrence 
Riyer, stated in a speech in Ohicago, April, 1922, that the total 
c<> t of constructing the canal and developing all the water power 
in the St. Lawrence, including interest on money invested dur
ina the construction, the adjustment of claims, all other lia-

. bilities, and other incidental expenditnnes pertaining to the 
work, would amount to $1,250,000,000, exclusive of any work 
of deepening the channels or improving the harbors and docks 
in the Great Lakes to accommodate vessels of a deeper draft. 

32. In 1912 we had a budget of one billion ; to-day, due to the 
war, we have a budget of four billions; therefore, we should 
only .spend that which .will give us greatest immediate relief. 

33. This money which we are con idering to expend abroad 
could be used to better advantage to equip our own waterways 
with boats, warehouses, grain elevators, terminal facilities, 
etc., so as to reduce the freight rate to a minimum to the public. 

34. When we need so much money for internal improvements, 
farm credits, transportation, warehouses, good roads, improved 
highways, extension of our own inland waterways, improve
ments in our harbors and docks, and an adequate .appropriation 
by Oongre.ss to take proper care of our ex-service men, it is 
ridiculous for the people of the United States to spend $500,-
000,000 to help an adjoining country to build a paralleling and 
competitive route in territory witb.out the United States to 
compete with an existing all-American route within the terri
tory of the United States. 

35. Our poliey should be American money for American 
waterways within the territory of the United States. 

36. If Great Britain controls, through Canada, the export 
harbor, and Liverpool the import harbor, as well as the boats 
in which onr grain and farm products are shipped, she will 

'Buftalo to Montreal .. ··-····'·-··-···- .. ················-·--·· 339 390 also control the price; and she being a consuming nation, her 
BufialotoNewYorlr ...................•..........••• -•.•••.• - MO fl:fl control of the price will be downward, and the farmers will 
Montreal to Liverpool, via Belle Isle ...••..•.•.•.• :............ 2

2
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lose more in the selling price o! their commodities than they 
MontrealtoLiverpool,viasouUiolNewiQundland .•••••••••. - , 3,36 f d . 
New York; to Liverpool.. .•••...••. -·-·······-···- .. ·-·······-· 3,107 3,578 can possibly gain if all the promises be true o the re uctions m 
Montreal to Belle.Isle ....•.•. -················-········-·--·-·· 873 1,ws the transportation rates. 

l 
37 . . Wll.at t.he farmers ,need to-day is immediate relief by 

From t.be ab:ove it is apparent tl}at rMontreal ,is !rmn 200 to ;beil;lg .supp}.ied .with the ..:necessary 1water, rail, and highway 
300 miles nearer Liverpool than New York · Oity; -Qvt 'for .an transportation facilities at reasonable rates. 
O<'{>nn liner to take advantage of this shorter route she will have -SS. ·This foreign canal which some are in favor of building in 
to traverse 873 naucical miles, or 1,005 statute miles, from Belle the Dominion of Canada can not be constructed, properly 

' 
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equipped with terminals, boats, and other equipment within 10 
years' time, and what the farmer needs to-day is immediat~ 
relief. 

39. Before we consider the 50-50 improvement of the St:. 
Lawrence River, we should at least own all that land betweeu 
the present boundary of the United States and the center ot 
the St. Lawrence River, reaching from its source to its mouth 
and south of the Gulf of St. Lawrence, which is now part of 
the Dominion of Canada. 

40. Whenever a water power is developed the land contigu
ous aml adjacent thereto improves in importance and value 
because the land bordering upon a waterway development is 
the storage battery, the reservoir, and transformer for the de
veloped horsepower. It is where the people congregate, create 
Yillages and cities, build manufacturing plants and industiies 
to utilize the electric power, transforming the electric energy 
into articles of commerce and the necessities of life which the 
people of the world purchase. It is where the developed elec
tric power will be accumulated and stored for hundreds of 
years in the future in the form of large populated manufac
turing districts. Therefore, it is important and essential that 
we at least own the land bordering on one side of the St. Law
rence River and the right to develop and utilize one-half of 
the horsepower available at any and all places throughout its 
entire length if we are required to pay for half the cost of its 
development. 

41. I introduced the following resolution (H. Res. 287) Feb
ruary 14, 1922, which speaks for itself. If the President of the 
United States accomplishes its purposes, he will have at least 
made the United States corecipient as to the water power 
developed: 

Whereas the St. Lawrence River is a natural boundary line, and the 
lnterests of the Governments of the Dominion of Canada and of the 
United States are mutual in its utilization : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the President is requested to take such steps as are 
consistent and in accordance with international procedure with the 
Dominion of Canada and Great Britain to purchase all that territory 
in the Dominion of Canada lying east and south of the line comprising 
the center of the channel of the St. Lawrence River from its mouth to 
its source and the center of the Gulf of St. Lawrence, including the full 
riparian r1ghts and rights to develop and utilize half of the water power 
from the St. Lawrence River ; and 

ResoLve(l further, That the President is requested to use his best en
d. eavors to have payments due the United States on the British debt 
credited on the purchase l?rice of the territory so acquired. 

42. The reason that the people who live within the Great 
Lakes watershed and the Northwest are demanding a waterway 
outlet to the sea via the St. Lawrence River through the Domin
ion of Canada is due to the fact that the railroads were con
gested during the war and that the present railroad rates were 
caused by the war. The congestion has ceased to be a factor. 
In addition this the New York State Barge Canal, with a 
carrying capacity of between twenty and twenty-five million 
tons annually, has since been put ·into operation and thrown 
wide open to the commerce of the world free of tolls, as the 
taxpayers of the State of"New York pay for its upkeep, mainte
nance, and operation. This canal connecting the Great Lakes 
an<l the Atlantic Ocean parallels the proposed St. Lawrence 
canalization project in Canada and will give all the necessary 
water transportation service that is necessary to relieve the 
Great Lakes of its export tonnage at the present time or for a 
great many years in the future. 

The barge canal will do more to relieve traffic than the pro
posed St. Lawrence ship canal because its open season is longer 
when compared with an approximate six months' season in the 
St. Lawrence River. Therefore it will have a more beneficial and 
continuous effect in its control of the railway rates from the 
West to the East. 

43. The adjustment of the present railroad ..rates has been 
taken up by the Interstate Commerce Commission and will be, 
I believe, honestly and fairly dealt with from time to time and 
readjusted to meet the economic peace-time conditions. The 
readjustment of the railroad rates from the Great Lakes to the 
Atlantic Ocean will not be facilitated by the proposed canaliza
tion of the St. Lawrence River which can not be completed 
within 10 years_ . 

44. If we are to derive any immediate benefit from the com
petitive waterway route to assist, it will have to come from the 
utilization of the present waterway lines competition such as 
the barge canal affords, which is now in operation. 

45. The scheme of developing the St. Lawrence River with 
American money should never be allowed to become a reality 
until the United States at least is in a position to be a 50 per 
cent beneficiary, nor should we pay 50 per cent of the cost of 
the canalization of the St. Lawrence River until we are put in 
a position that the canalized St. Lawrence River throughout 
its entire length from the Great Lakes to the Atlantic Ocean 
is one-half within the territory of the United States. 

46. I know from an engineering standpoint that this canal 
can be built, and the necessary dams can -be constructed to de
velop the water power, and that the United States is rich 
enough to build them, but from our national standpoint they 
should not be built any more than the New York Central Rail
road, the Pennsylvania Railroad, the New York, New Haven & 
Hartford Railroad, the Boston & Maine Railroad, the Rutland 
Railroad, and the Boston & Albany Railroad change their 
routes from terminals and harbors within the territory of the 
United States to terminals and harbors in the Dominion of 
Canada, so as to obtain terminal facilities nearer .to Liverpool, 
than for the United States to change the route of its present 
waterway system by canalizing -the St. Lawrence River, thereby 
creating terminal harbors in Canadian territory, so that the 
harbors may be closer to Liverpool. As far as our national 
transportation policy is concerned, there is no difference be
tween a railway, highway, or a waterway route. 

47. All our past expenditures and future efforts in relation 
to the improving of the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers and other 
internal waterway improvements will be useless if the canaliza
tion of the St. Lawrence River is made to compete to serve the 
same territory if it will accomplish what the proponents believe 
be true. 

48. If this unheard-of expenditure is appropriated by Con
gress for the St. Lawrence waterway, it will naturally curtail 
the waterway development within the territory of the United 
States, as the total cost will require a larger expenditure annually 
for the next 10 years than what we are appropriating annually 
now for all our interior waterway improvements. 

49. We should not expend so large a sum of money to give to 
a competing nation the same transportation facility which we , 
enjoy ourselves, and in this instance, looking into the future, the 
total number of bushels of grain exported by the United States 
will gradually lessen as our domestic population increases, while 
the total number of bushels exported from Canada will increase 
as they develop additional acreage, and as time passes the· 
return on the investment will be much greater from a trans
portation standpoint to Canada than to the United States. Our 
policy should be to devefop a waterway gystem which will serve 
best our own producers and consumers for all time in the future. 

50. The great Atlantic seaboard cities-Boston, New York, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, Newport News, Charleston, 
Savannah, Jacksonville, Mobile, New Orleans, Galveston, and all 
other Atlantic seaboard cities-have been developed and have 
grown prosperous largely on account of the close relation which 
has been built up, developed, and fostered for generations. be
tween the merchants, manufacturers, and traders, and the pro
ducers from the fields and mines of the interior in the develop
ment of the natural tributaries to these Atlantic ports, and vast 
sums have been invested by the citizens of our country on these 
avenues of commerce, the railroads and steamship lines carry
ing the produce of our mines, fields, and factories between the 
interior of our country and the Atlantic seaports. 

51. Changing our commerce balance at this time by the Gov
ernment of the United States by the construction of an avenue 
of commerce running almost entirely through foreign territory 
would have a disastrous effect, if the proponents of this project 
are correct, upon the great cities developed under the care of the 
Government and by means of the thrift, enterprise, and in\est
ment of the citizens of our own country; these would be de
stroyed in large measure ~Y an appropriation from the public 
moneys of the United States obtained by taxing these seaboard 
cities for a waterway through foreign territory in competi
tion with our domestic enterprises inaugurated and developed 
solely by the citizens of the United States and domestic capital. 

52. Railroad congestion can not be entirely relieved by a 
waterway which, due to climatic conditions, only operates nor
mally six months in the year on account of ice and fog. 

53. The grain from the Middle West near and adjacent to 
Kansas City should be shipped via the Missouri River and 1\lis
sissippi River all the way to the ocean by water, rather than 
via railway for 200 miles so as to pass through tb'.e St. Law
rence or any eastern port. 

54. When New York State investigated the building of the 
barge canal at a large expenditure it employed several com
missions at different times, each composed of competent engi
neers, who in their reports condemned the St. Lawrence route 
and finally recommended the barge canal as it now exists, 
because from their experience and expert knowledge they be
lieved it to be the cheapest and most economical waterway 
system that could be developed connecting the Great Lakes 
and the Atlantic Ocean, and the most practical and feasible 
scheme regarding width, depth, safety, and practicability of 
navigation. 

55. The title of all the water-power rights south of the inter
national line belong to the State of New York. - The Federal 
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Government can not develop if except for· commerce under the 
Constitution. The St. Lawrence pr-0ject is' morei than ~ 75 per 
cent power project. 

56. The deepening of-the cb.ann~ls, the rebmlding of""the har
bors, and the installation of tlle proper machinery' for handling 
freight in loading and unloading ocean-going vessels on the 
Great Lakes will cost over a hundred million. dollars in addition 
to the expenditure in the St. Lawrence proper. 

51. It is not conaucive to the' continuance of harmonious and 
pleasant relations for two nations to enter into joint ownershiJ) 
and operation of so important a project. Either one or the other 
should build it, own it, and operate it, and have full control of it 
in time of peace as well as in time of war. 

58. During the war time Canada cut off the supply of electric 
power to some of our manufacturing plants under the plea that 
she needed it for war~time purp()Ses. The same thing will hold 
true in relation to this project if similar and like conditions 
should arise-. 

59. The truth about water- navigation from the Middle West 
to Liverpool is that at most three types of craft are needed
lake vessels, bu.ilt lightly and inexpensively, for carg()..carrying 
purposes- exclusively; barges to traverse the intervaLbetween 
the Lakes and the sea, and the heavily constructed ocean craft, 
with large crews, staunchly built, which can brave the ocean 
storms and make as many round trips as possible in a giV'en 
time. 

60. The commission' which represented New YO"rk nt the ship
canal hearings before the International Joint Commission re
ports that the average cost of' transportation of wheat per 
bushel from upper lake ports to Liverpool, via Buffalo and the 
Erie Canal, was oiily 10.73 cents in the five years from 1910 to 
1915. How can that normal rate be lowered to the western 
farmer by introducing- a through ocean route to the Great Lakes, 
handicapped by far gr.eater initial cost and greater cost of 
operation? 

61. The lake' steamer hauls· freight both ways. The ocean 
carrier· would return from Lh·erpool without a cargo if it re
turn~d tb a non<listribut1ng center- in the United States, for the 
return cargo is the great problem for our existing ocean liners 
to·-day. 

62. I beg to submit statistics reported by the commission in 
opposition to the St. Lawrence Ship Canal and power project 
in a tab1~ setting forth the rate of freight by lake to Buffalo 
and by canal to New York year by year from 1910 to 1915 and 
from New York to Liverpool for the same length of time, to
gether with a list of" other costs, which includes various ex
penses for handling the freight which was absorbed in this 
freight rate. 

Taking a more recent period, that of 1910 to 1915, which period is 
considered as more truly representative of present-day conditions, tbe 
rate of freight by lake to Bufl'.alo and by canal to New York was as 
hereafter shown. 

Year. 

1910 •••••••••• ··-···-- .... 4. ······· ................. . 
1911. ···········--········--·······-·····-··········· 
1912 • ••••• - •• - •••• ·- ·- •••• -·- ··- •••••• -··· ••••••••••• 
1913 .••••••••• - ••• -· ••• ··- ••••••••• - ••••• ···-· ••••••• 
1914 .•• --· •• ·-· •• ··-· ••• ·-·· --· •••••• ·- •• ·-·- •••••••• 
1915 ...••••• ······························--········· 

Average ...•...•...••••••••.••.•••••.•.... -• ·. · 

Lake. 

eenu. 
1.06 
1.03 
1.36 
1.4() 
1. 28 
1.33 

1.243 

Canal. Through. 

Oenta. 
4.08 
4.36 
4.32 
4.57 
4.Z7 
4. 47 

4.345 

Cents. 
5.14 
5.39 
5.68 
5.97 
5.55 
5.80 

5. 588 

Dlll'tng the 1910-1915 period the average ocean rate from New York 
to Liverpool was 5.15- cents per bushel. This information is derived 
from the official records of the New York Produce Exchange and is 
authoritative. 

In citing figm•es of this cha:racter, particular emphasis should be 
aid on the fact that the bases named represent the transportation 

chal'_ges assumed by the commodity and not the cost <>f transportation 
as reflected in the charges· of lake vessel, canal ba'rge, and ocea:n vessel 
operations. Such latter figul'es are of course appreciably less than the 
rate of transportation under which the grain moved and a clear distinc
tion must b& made between " cost of transportation '' as applied to the 
shjp operator and "cost of transportation•• as assumed by the' consignee 
or consignor. 

Moreover, the rates named include the transtiortatlon service via 
Jake, canal, and ocean, and the incidental terminal service involved in 
tnrnsfer from lake vessels to canal barge and again to the ocean carrier. 

The rates na:med are gross rates, and there is absorbed therein the 
cost of the following operations : 

1. Elevator charge at upper lake port. 
2. Lake cargo insurance. 
3. Lake transportation to Buffalo-. 
4. Elevator charge at Buffalo. 
5. Five days' free elevator storage at Buffalo. 
6. Canal cargo insurance. 
7. Cana-1 transp-ortation to New York; 
8. Elevator charge at New York< .. 
9. Three days' free storage on· canal 'barge at New York. 
10. Five days' free elevator storage at New York. 
11. Ocean car.ro inS~ram:e~ 
12. Transportation'" v1a4 oeean. 

The average ocean rate, New York to Liverpool, as cited is exclusive 
ot- the rat~ for the year 1915., during. which year, because of war condi
tions, ocean rates reached abnormirl levels. 
Annual average freight rates on wheat per bushe"!,.from Ch~cago to N_ew York, by lake and 

canal, and by lake and rail, anti: from New rork to LiverpoGl v1a,ocean for the year• 
1900 to-1914, inclusive. ' 

-

Year. 
By lake By lake New 

and and York to 
canal. rail. Liverpool. 

.--------
Oent.!. Cent.!. Pence.1 

4. 92 5.05 n 5.64 5.57 
5. 75 5. 7g 1-n 
5. 94 6.17 1-n 
5.21 5.02 li 
6.()1 6.29 11 
6. 44~ 6.40 lfr 
7.18 6.97 lf 
6.50 6.50 1-h 
5.85 6.88 u 5.60 6.M 
5.87 5.23 2 
6.07 6.42 3H 
6.20 6.81 2U 
5. 81 6.M 3 

1 A pence is equivalent to 2.03 cents on basis of U.8005, the normal value of the 
English pound sterling in American money. 

63. I quote below paragraphs from letters received from seven 
different shippers from various trans-Atlantic navigation com
panies setting forth their opinion as regards the usel('~sness of 
this project and their likelihood of utilizing it should it be 
finally constructed : 

In reply to your letter of March 11, we beg to advise that there ts no 
po sibility of our using the G1·eat Lakes and St. Lawrence River Canal 
should such be built. As a matter of fact, we are not in favor of the 
canal, as we feel that it will divert business from the established routes 
which we are interested in" maintaining and on basis of which perma
nent terminals have been provided by us. We are positively opposed to 
the diversion of our cargoes from the United States North .Atlantic 
ports. 

I entirely and heartily approve of your attitude In this matter I 
believe there is grave doubt as to whether the St. L'lwrence Canal 
dev~lopment would accompli h sufficient in the way of re.·ults to justify 
the cost of building the canal and developing the water powm- for which 
there is no near-by market. 

There is, ot course, a very large territory between the Atlantic se:i
board and Chicago south of the Great Lak.es and the St. LawrencP. 
which would not be naturally tlibutary to the proposed route, so in any 
event we believe it would be impossible and undesirable to abandon our 
terminals at the Atlantic ports. Furthermore, many of our larger ves
sels draw in excess of 25 feet, so the use of the proposed canal would 
be confined to the smaller type of ship. 

Replying to your favor of the 11th instant, we would state that our 
trade would not be affected by the proposed ca.nal connecting the Great 
Lakes with the St. Lawrence River, and we therefore are not in a posi
tion to express an opinion in the matter. 

The steamers handled by us are operating to Mediterranellil and 
Adriatic ports and the greater part of this traffic would no dotrbt con· 
tinue to moTe via the Atlantic ports. 

If 25 feet is to be the limit of depth in the proposed St. Lawrence 
C'anal it will, of course, only accommodate steamers of very modf'rats 
size, and the use of such a canal for steamers operating on the North 
Atlantic Ocean would therefore be limited. The White Star steamers 
are very deep draft, averaging in the neighborhood of 34 feet when 
loaded, so from a practical point of view it w<>uld obviously be impos
sible for them to navigate the proposed canal. 

Referring to yours of the lltlr with respect to the agitation of a 25-
foot canal connecting the Great Lakes with the St. Lawrence River, ns 
operators of overseas equipment we can not see wherein the proposed 
project would benefit shipowners or any appreciable numb~r of shippers, 
so far as thi country is concerned. 

Independent of this phase of the project, it is not, ln our judgment, 
a practical scheme, because ships suitable for ocean nav~ation could 
n-ot safely be navigated in a 25-foot channel through the ~t. Lawrcuce 
River and the Great Lakes. 

Thet·e can not be any safe, profitable business built up on such a 
project, from our study of this matter, and we are opposed to it. 

64. Statement of Frank C. Munson, president of the Munson 
Steamship Line: 

The proposition to canalize the St. Lawrence for- ocean-going vesseb 
is utterly impracticable from the shipping standpoint. Shipments of 
grain from Chicago to European ports by the proposed canal would re· 
quire twice the time needed under the present system because of the 
low rate of speed with: which ocea:n-going ships could navigate the- 1,130 
miles of this restricted waterway. 

The cost of transportation on such ships through this canal would be 
at least double that under the present practice of sending grain by 
water to deep-sea ports for transfer to large<' ocean-going vessels. Only 
vessels of from three tO' four thousand tons could utilize a canal with 
a depth of 25 feet, as proposed, and even these would be unable to use 
many of the harbors and connecting waterways of the Great Lakes, 
which at the present time are only 20 to 21 feet in depth. 

Thus to the cost of the canal, in order to make it practicable for 
these comparatively small vessels, must be added the cost of deepening 
Orea t Lake ports and channels. 

In my opinion, any steamship company attempting· to operate a.cross 
the· ocean and through the St. Lawrence- Canal in competition with 
lines getting grain from ran or barge at New York or Montreal would 
be a: losing venture from the start. It these facts w-ere understood by 
our Representatives in Washingtollt there would bei no question o:f their 
refusal to appI'opriate $252,000,000 ot our· good money or any part of 
such a. sum .for this purpose. 

·.rti_ 
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65. American labor's attitude : 
Do you approve spending your American money in a foreign country 

to pay foreign workmen when so many American workers are unem
ployed? 

Your answer is obvious, but your careful attention is called to what 
follows. Read it and act. Make your protest heard. 

It is a a railroad man and a marine engineei:, with the interest of 
my fellow workers at heart, that I am writing this, exposing one of the 
most brazen injustices ever attempted against the workers of the United 
States-a scheme to throw hundreds of millions of American dollars 
into a development in a foreign counh·y, benefiting the working cla-ss ot 
another com1try. 

HAROLD K. LOV:!lLl!lSS, 
Butraio, N. Y. 

66. The Federal Government should formulate and promote a 
national plan of internal waterways and adopt the principle of 
8pending United States money for United States waterways 
under United States control. 

67. The facts are that New York is not the "neck of the 
bottle," us claimed by the proponents of the St. Lawrence 
project. The St. Lawrence is already canalized and rates are 
already so low from Chicago to Montreal that no improvement 
is likely to be made in the St. Lawrence which can possibly 
affect the saving on grain rates as claimed by the propagandists 
in behalf of the St. Lawrence. The facts are that when a suffi
cient numbei· of boats are placed on the barge canal the all
'vater rate via the Great Lakes-Barge Canal will be materially 
lo"wer, and Montreal wants the United States to spend a half 
billion dollars so that without expense she will be able to retain 
a competitive waterway system with the waterways of the 
United States when they are made 100 per cent efficient. 

68. In " a memorial concerning the fur trade of the Province 
of New York,'' presented to his excellency William Burnett, 
captain general and governor, by Cadwallader Colden, surveyor 
general of the Province, dated on the 10th day of November, 
1724, Mr. Colden said that "notwithstanding all these advan
tages, which he had enumerated," the French labor under diffi
culties that no art or industry can remove. The mouth of the 
River of St. Lawrence, and more especially the Bay of St. Law
rence, lies so far north, and is thereby so often subject to 
tempestuous weather and thick fogs, that navigation thereof is 
vE'ry dangerous and never attempted but during the summer 
months. 

"The wideness of this bay, together with many strong cur
rents that run in it, the many shelves and sunken rocks that are 
everywhere spread over both the bay and river, and want of 
places for anchoring in the bay, all increase the danger of this 
navigation; so that a voyage to Canada is justly esteemed much 
more dangerous than to any other part of America. The many 
shipwrecks that happen in this navigation are but too evident 
proofs of the truth of this." 

Notwithstanding all the precautions taken since that time, 
many ships have been wrecked in the Gulf and River of St. Law
rence. It is known as the "graveyard of the Atlantic." 

In 1837 the A.lbeuria foundered in the Gulf of St. Lawrence 
and 525 lives were lost ; in 1840 tbe steamer D1mdee was wrecked 
and 292 lives were lost; in 1817 the steamer Montreal was lost 
15 miles above Quebec with 253 lives; in 1898 the French liner 
La Burgoigne was in collision off Sable Island and 584 lives 
were lost; in 1914 the Canadian-Pacific liner Empress of Ireland 
wa in collision with the collier Storstad in the St. Lawrence 
River near Father Point and sank in 20 minutes, and upward ot 
1,000 lives were lost. The commission which investigated that 
unparallel disaster found that the navigation of the St. Law
rence is attended with the constant probability of fogs. Cap
tain Kendall said," It was very foggy,'' and although the officers 
of the two vessels saw each other's vessel approaching, the fog 
settled do'\\rn so suddenly that they were lost to each other's 
view and the collision occurred. It will be remembered that the 
los of the White Star steamer Titanic in 1912 after colliding 
with an iceberg resulted in the loss of 1,500 lives. That di-saster 
occurred, however, off the banks in the region of icebergs, which 
i the usual route of vessels passing between Liverpool and the 
Gulf of St. Lawrence. 

Other disasters have occurred in the navigation of the River 
and Gulf of St. Lawrence, all of which tend to confirm the truth 
of the statements of navigato.rs, in effect that the navigation of 
those waters, on account of the constant menace of fogs, snow, 
and ice, is most hazardous. This is borne out by the marine in· 
surance rates, which increase from midsummer until Novem
ber, when insurance can not be had at any rate, and thereupon 
insurance cea es altogether. 

Hon. PETER G. TEN EYCK, 

UNITED STA.TES 8E!S'ATE, 
June 11, 1921. 

Hou e of Representatii:es, United St.ates, 
Wash4ngton, D. 0. 

MY DEAR Mn. TEN EYCK : I am taking the liberty of calling the first 
meeting of the .Joint Commission on .Agrkultural lnquiTy recently 
created, and the meeting will be held a.t my o1lice. Monday, June 20, 
1921, at 10.30 o'clock. 

The first btt ine s in order will be the organization of the commis ion, 
and I hope that every member will find it po sible to attend. 

Very sincerely, 
I. L. LJl)lROOT. 

HOUSE OB' REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, June 21, 1921. 

Hon. PETER G. TEN EYCK, 
House of Representatives, Wasliington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR Mn. TEN EYCK : In accordance with the action of the 
Jotnt Commission on .Agricoltural Inquiry I bave appointed the fol
lowing subcommittee on plan and scope: ANDERSON, CAPPER, HARRlSON, 
MILLS, SUMNERS. 

I desire to have the members of the subcommittee meet at Senator 
LEh-itOOT'~ office, room 133, Senate Office Building, at 10 o'clock Thurs
~~c':.orrung, June 23. Members of the subcommittee will please take 

Sincerely yours, SYDNEY ANDERSON. 

Hon. SYDNEY ANDERSON, 
JUNJI 23, 1921. 

Chairman Commission of Agricultural Inquiry, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Ma. CHAIRMAN : Realizing that the report of your subcommittee 
on plan and scope will undoubtedly be received by the whole committee 
to-morrow, and feeling that the proper organfaation of our committee 
means so ·much for the future success -0f our work and as the report 
of the subcommittee will be discussed in detail, I take o-reat pleasure 
in inclosing you a proposed plan of organization of the ~ommission of 
.Agricultural Inquiry for your infol'mation and consideration. 

I have written this out, suggesting in a general way bow we should 
proceed with our work in detail, and desire to file this with you as I 
~isb to record with the committee my views as regards the organiza
tion. 

Ve.ry sincerely yours, PETER G. TEN EYCK. 

The subcommittee on plan and scope. compos~d of ANDERSON CAP
PER, HARRISON, MILLS, and SUMNERS, make the followina report: 

That the commission undertake, first, to assemble and o:'ganize avail
able data: 

1. On causes of the present condition of agriculture. 
2. On the difference in price of agricultural products paid to the 

producers and the ultimate cost to the consumer. 
3. On the comparative condition of industries other than agriculture. 
4. On the relation of prices of products other than agricultural prod

ucts to such products. 
This with a view of securing a statistical picture of the existing 

situation with a view of development of a further specific line of in
quiry. 

That two subcommittees ot three members each, the chairman of 
the commission to be an additional member of the subcommittees ex 
officio, be appointed by the chairman as follows : 

First. A subcommittee to investigate and report- upon the cotton 
situation, with particular reference to the ascertainment of existing 
surpluses in the United States, possible markets abroad, and ways and 
means for the disposition of existini; surplu-ses in foreign markets. 

Second. A subcommittee to investigate the live-stock situation, with 
particular reference to emergency credits. 

These subcommittees to deal with immediate emergency conditions, 
not to interfere with pending fogislatioll and measures of relief already 
under way. 

That investigations relative to marketing be confined to grain, live 
stock, cotton, dairy products. vegetables. and fruits, with special refer
ence to one or more commodities in each group. 

That the commission employ a secretary with qualifications as an 
expert in the economics of distribution and an agricultural economist, 
the selection of the men to be subject to consideration by a subcommit
tee composed of ANDERSON, CAPPER, and MILLS. 

PROPOSED ORGANIZATION OJI' COMMISSION OF AGRICUJ,TURAL INQUIRY. 
[By Mr. P. G. TEN EYCK, June 23, 1921.] 

Each individual member should submit a complete ltst of all the dif
ferent phases of the various subjects of the agricultural industry and 
all phases of other industries which relate to agriculture or have a 
bearing upon the cost of its produce, cost of distribution, and price 
received by the farmer. 

After the above information has been properly tabulated the com
mittee as a whole can segregate the subjects to which we should give 
our attention and con i<leration to carry out the purport of the j-0int 
resolution under which we are :now functioning. 

After this list of subjects has been appl'Oved of and settled upon by 
the whole committee, the committee should decide upon the various 
sources of informa-tion to be considered in our investigation of the sub· 
jects previously decided upon.. 

After having decided upon the various sources of information the 
committee should come to an understanding as to the best way ot 
obtaining the information from the varions sources. 

Each subject should be heard parately, as far as practicable, so 
as not to be led astray on a tangent and. confuse our hearings with other 
or foreign subjects and thereby scramble our ideas, jumble our informa
tion, and consequently cause further confusion when referring later 
to the various lines of investigation for comparative and joint use. 

.All bearings on any subject, or subdivision thereof, should be heard 
by the whole committee and not by a subcommittee. 

When using departmental or committee files and reports of hearings 
on any subjects as outlined the data should be gone over by a hired 
expert and all pertinent information therein segregated and co-mpiled 
with proper and suitable ref£>rences for use of the committee and placed 
in the record of the committee hearing on each indivjdual subject. 

I believe the first thing the committee Rhould dP<'ide upon is 

~h~i!11ired'i:t:~e1te~~~ ugo~l~ro~~!~~\~tu~;c~e~~e~e r8e1!~~¥~iu~ 
further believe that we shQnld first give due consideration to the imme
diate relief of the farmers' present condition, and I feel this can be 
taken care of under the subject of finance, subdivided into domestic 
credit. forPign credit, and discount loans, and positive immediate relief 
given to the farmer within a very short time by intelligent action by 
the entire co.mmittee; which will give immediate a.lld satisfactory relief 
to the farmer. 

At the same time, the committee should conshler the entire agri
cultural industry from a permanent remedial standpoint, which, in tum, 

I 



7606 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. ~f.AY 24, 

will lead into innumerable subjects on agricultural and interrelated in
dm; t ries, which should be considered in an orderly way in accordance 
with uggestion as outlined above. 

I would further recommend that a complete record be kept of all the 
dLcu sions and hearings of the committee as well as the decisions 
reached by it. 

PETER G. TEN EYCK. 

S r;M !ARY OF AGRICULTURAL AND I NTICRR»L A.TKD PURS UITS BllAltlNG UFON 
THE AGRICULT URAL INDUSTRY. 

(For con ideration by Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry.) 
[By Mr. PE"l.'ER G. TlllN EYCK, June 25, 1921.J 

J!'INANCl!I, 

Mortgage , discount loans-National or State banks, domestic cred
it~ , foreign credits Federal land bank, Federal reserve bank, community 
finan cing on warehouse receipts, cooperative banking (interest rates}. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

Railroad (rates, service) , highways (building, location ), mer chant 
marine, waterways (improvement), joint terminal facilities, cooperation 
of all four ; warehouses, and grain elevators. 

MARKllTS . 

Dome tlc : Local, intrastate, and intersta t e. 
Expor t. 
Cooperative (cut cost of spread) . 

COSTS OF FARM PRODUCTS. 

P r oduction by farm labor : Planting and sowing, harve ~ting, and 
~tin~ . 

P urchase : Seeds, implements and machinet·y, and food supplies. 
l\Iarketing; financing; fuel for heat, light, and power-coal, oil, and 

electricity; total investment; interest on capital ; taxes, insurance, and 
repair ; management and supervision. 

oRaANIZATION. 

Cooperative bargaining, cooperative buying, cooperative selling, co
operative manufactuiing and canning plants, cooperative storage plant~ 
or warehouses, cooperative packing houses, cooperative cheese and but
t er fa ctories. 

L ABOR. 

Supply bureaus : Federal &nd State ; hours, productive and nonpro
ductive; wages; immigration. (Greatest cost entering production. ) 

IMPROVll PRODUCTION . 

Seeds , cattle, poultry, diversified crops, soil treatment , crop treat· 
ment, and machinery. 

STOMOm. 
Farm storage

1 
cooperative community stora ge, and centra l corporate 

storage companies. 
STATISTICAL RllPORTS . 

Federal and State; amount - of crops, domestic ; amount of crops, 
foreign; amount of crops stored, foreign and domestic; domestic mar
kets ; and foreign markets. 

Il\IPROVlil L IV ING CONDITIONS. 

Education, rural schools, agricultural colleges, modern heating, 
anit ary plumbing, modern lighting, woman 's work, community attrac

tions, churches, social intercourse with neighbor, mail service, tele
phone service, and improved highways. 

FARM PRODUCT PRICllS : 

Compare cost of production with price sold by farmer and price 
paid by consumer. 

INTERRllLATJl:D INDUSTRY PRODUCTS . 

Compare cost of production with cost to farmers. 
COOPERATIVll MANUFACTURING . 

Flour and feed, dairy products, cheese and but ter, packing houses, 
and torage warehouses. 

EDUCATION. 

Rural schools; agricultural colleges; exteruiion of mail service, 
Fed·eral and State; bulletins, Agricultural Department; and farm 
or ganization. 

LEGISLATION. 

Na tional ; State; local; beneficial ; restrictive; reciprocity (interna
tional) tariff; taxation; financial-credits; marketing; con ervation; 
manipulation ; and improved highways. 

DISTRIBUTION. 
Commission merchants , transportation, storage, packing, markets, 

retail s tores, and cooperative organization 

S m UMARY OF COMM1TTEJCS, ORGANIZATIONS, COMMISSIONS, AND BOARDS 
FROM WHICH !is-FORMATION MAY BE 0BTAINllD I N RELATION TO AGRI· 
CULT URE AND ITS CONDITIONS . 

(For consideration by Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry.) 
(By Mr. Pli!TER G. TEN EYCK_, June 25, 1922.J 

DEPARTMICNTA.L. 

Department of St a te, Department of Treasury, Department o! In
t r ior. Department of Agriculture, Department of Commerce, and De
partment of Labor. 

SllNAT.111 COMMI'I'TEES. 

.Agricult ure and Forestry, Banking and Currency, Commerce Finance, 
Foreign Relations, Immi.gration, Interstate Commerce, a.nd Irrigation 
antl R eclamation. 

HOUS E COMMITTEES. 

Agriculture. Banking and Cm'l'ency. ForE!ign Affairs. Immi~ra
tion nnd Naturalization. Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Irr1ga
ion of Arid Lands. Labor. Merchant Marine and Fisheries. Roads. 

MISCELLANEOUS. 
Secretary of Agriculture of each State. Interstate Commerce Com

mis ion. Federal Trade Commission. United States Shipping Board. 
American Federation of Labor. United States Labor Railroad Board. 
War F inance Board. Bureau of Farms and Markets. Census Bureau. 
All farm organizations. Federal Reserve. Federal Farm Loan Board. 
Ch amber ot Commerce of the United Stat es . Woman's organizations 
and bousewiyes, 

IIOI: S E OF REP:CE 'ENTATIYES, 
1fa is lt i11gto11, June 2.f, 192l. 

Hon. PETER G. TEN EYCK, 
Hotu1e of Represe11ttitives. 

_M~ DEAR M.R. TEN EYCK: 'l'here will be a meeting of the Joint Com· 
mis ion on ~gricultural Inquiry in Senator L F. r\ROOT' s office, 133 Senate 
Office Buildmg, to-morrow, Saturday, June 23, at 10.30 a. m. 

I desire also to advise that I have appointed members of the com
mission to subcommittees, as follows: 

Subcommittee to investigate _the cotton situation : Me ·r . Sumner , 
Robinson, and Harrison. 

Subcommittee to inve tigate the live-stock situation: Mes Ts. Cappel' 
Funk, and Ten E yck. ' 

Sincerely yours, 
SYDXE Y A X DEB SON, Ohairman . 

Hon. SYDNEY A 1mERS ON . 
JUXIJ 25, 1921. 

Ohairm<ltti Oommissfon of A.grfo-ult1tral InqtMry, 
Waslti11gton, D. 0. 

D•AR l\lR. CHAIRMA..--<: Your letter of June 24 at hand and noted and 
beg to advise that I am very glad to accept the designation on the' sub
committee on live stock, with the understanding that this committee is 
to report and recommend to the committee of the whole as regards the 
B~~c~1uge otlv~:~~~~ssi~~~ti~i. investigation covering the immediate re-

With the kindest personal rega rds, I beg to remain, 
Sincerely yours, 

PETJom G. Tzx EYCK. 

JUNJ: 2- , 1921. 
Hon. SYDNEY ANDERSOX, 

Oh airman Oomniissfo1i of Agrictiltu ral l11qu i r11. 
Washi11gto11, D. 0 . 

MY DllAR l\lR. CHAIRMA~: I take great pleasure in handing you h~re
with the data which I presented to the committee to-day, and am very 
pleased, indeed , to inclose you nine copie · of the summary of agricul
t ural and interrelated pursuits beaJ:ing upon the agricultural industn· 
for distribution to the members of your committee; al 0 nine copies of 
list giving various sources from which information of interest can be> 
obtained for U S<' by your committee. I am also inclosing you ninl' 
copie · of my recommendation of proposed organization of the C<>mmif:
sion of Agricultural Inquir~-. copy of which I sent you yesterdav with 
my letter of June 23, for similar distribution to the members o·f your 
committee. I have retained a copy of ea ch of the above for my own 
files. . ' 

You realize that the above information is only submitted for thl' 
consideration of the committee as a basis from which to tart, and 
~~mo~i~f:-8Jee:1~fvk!gl:.uch revisi.on and modification as you or your 

Trusting the above is the information you desil'e, I beg to remain, 
with the kindest personal regards, 

Yery sincerely yours, PETEU G. Tm~ EYCK. 

Hon. PETER G. TE::i EYCK, 

HOUSE OF REPRl!lS.ll~TATIVJIJS, 
Washington , June 28, 1931.. 

Care of House of Representa.tives. 
DEAit MR. TEX EYCK : This will acknowledge the receipt of :vour 

letter of the 25th instant, inclosl.ng copies of memoranda submitted by 
you to the commi ·sion at its recent meeting. I am sending the memo
randa to the various members of the commission to-day, with the 
request that they consider it carefully and come to the next meeting, 
which will probably be called for Thursday or Friday of this week. 
prepared to suggest additions or modifications of the program propo ed 
by you. 

Sincerely yours, SYD:N"EY AKDllnSON, Ohai rmm1. 

AUGUST 1, 1921. 
Hon. SYD:NllY ANDE.RSON, 

Ohairnwn Joint Commission of Agricttlti1ral I11quit·y, 
Washington, D. 0. 

MY DllAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Along with the compilation of data and 
statistics which our committee is preparing I would be pleased if you 
would have made a chart showing the comparison of the increase of 
ra1lroad return for the fiscal year and the year 1913 ; the increase 
of i·eturn upon other industries of the country for the last fiscal year 
and the year 1913, and the inc1·ease or decrease in the return of all 
farming products for the same periods of time. 

In addition to the above, I would like to have the increase in the 
cost of operation and maintenance of each one of the above over the 
same periods of time, setting forth the increase in materials used and 
labor hired, separately, if possible. 

We should also ascertain the number of changes ancl turnovers or 
the number of people through whose hands the various commodities or 
products of the farmer pass through from the time they a1·e produced 
by him until they reach the consumer. 

This, I believe, will be rather hard to obtain in all instances, but 
we can obtain an average number of turnovers for each of the follow· 
ing products : Cotton, wheat, corn, beef, hog , etc. 

The above information, together with a chart showing the cost ot 
production to the farmer, the farmer's selling price, the packer's price, 
the com.mi sion men or warehousemen's selling price, and the retailer' s 
elling price, will give the committee the necessary information to 

intelligently act. 
I will take this up further personally with you when I next see you. 
With tbe kindest personal regards, 

Very sincerely yours, PETER G. Tl!l~ EYCK. 

OCTOBER 12, 1921, 
Hon. SYD:S:FJY ANDEI?SON, 

Chairman Joint Oommissi011 of Agr icultu1·a,l Inquiry, 
·capitol, Washi11gton, D. 0. 

MY DEAR Mn. CHAIRMAN : Referring to your request that I make sug
gestions as regards additional topics for the committee to report on, 
other than what we covered in the report which you are now having 
printed, beg to advise that in relation to the same I feel that when 
we con ider the committee report we should take up my suggestion to 
the commission in my letter of June 25, 1921, which I submitted to the 
committee with my suggestions as regards organtzation, plan, and scope, 
in which I detailed the various things which the committee should con
sider in its hearings, which. I feel detailed the suo~cts quite thoroug1,y. 
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The prominent things, however, as per our previous conversation, I 
beg to set forth as follows: Farm credits and farm banking; transpor· 
tation rates, transportation service; transportation-water and rail i 
transportation-joint terminal facilities. 

Marketing : Domestic and export; cutting spread between producer 
and consumer; co.st of production to the farmer; farm accounting; co
operative bargaining; labor supply stations; farm stores and coopera· 
tive storage on f~rm and at joint terminals; . statistical reports
domestic and foreign. · 

The appointment of a farm attach6 1n the American Consul General's 
offices in foreign countries for the purpose of ·securing agricultural 
statistics; farm living conditions; comparison of cost of production 
and cost of sale of farm products and cost of production and purchase 
price to the farmers of all commodities used by him; farm educational 
system <>n agricultural r.ubjects; improvement in distribution of farm 
products, by elimination of the handling, and cutting the cost. 

All of the above I set forth more in detail in my summary of agri· 
culh1ral and interrelated pursuits bearing upon the agricultural indus· 
try for consideration of the committee on June 25, 1921. 

Hoping this is the information you desire, I beg to remain, with 
kind regards. 

Very sincerely yours, ·PE'PER G. TEN EYCK.. 

0CTOBlllB 31, 1921. 
Ilon. SYDNEY ANDERSON, 

Chairman Joint Commission of .Agricultural Inquiry, 
Capitol, Washington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR MR. ANDEBS~ : Referring to the printed report which you 
have submitted to the Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry for 
their correction and approval, beg to advise that I feel, as expressed to 
you at the meeting held last Friday evening, that the joint commission 
should not only issue a report setting forth in a general way from 
information received the cause of the troubles in the various agricul
tural pw·suits at this time, but should make some definite recommenda
tions as to what should be done, both by the farmer and the consumer, 
regardless of legislation, and by the legislators to relieve farm condi· 
tions and strengthen the agricultural industry of the country. 

I believe that we realize that there are several fundamental causes 
for present-day conditions. such as the following: (al Farm credits. 

b Cost of transportation and service. 
c Local, domestic, and foreign marketing. ~d Cost of spread and distribution between producer and consumer. 

( e Cost of production and labor. 
So that you may understand more thoroughly what I mean, I will 

submit for consideration and recommendation in our report several of 
the things which I believe we should recommend f9r correction : 

1. That suitable banking opportunity should be inaugurated to give to 
the farming industry of the country the same banking facilities on their 
turnover that all other industries receive to-day. There is .a great 
need for the extension of time on discount loans to the farmer from 
nine months to one year. This can be accomplished by authorizing the 
Federal reserve bank to extend their discount time on farm products to 
the len&'th of time of their turnover. The extension of credit by local 
institutions and the establishing of additional facilities where necessary. 

2. That suitable accommodations for marketing be established, with 
a view of lowering the cost of spread so as to reduce the cost of distri
bution between producer and consumer. 

3. Recommend to the farmers that they organize for the purpose of 
cooperative bargaining. 

4. That the rail.roads reduce their rates on farm products systemati
cally and scientifically, giving due regard to the localities of production 
and the localities of consumption. 

5. That suitable and adequate joint termirial facilities be installed 
connecting the railway, waterway, and highways, and that sufficient 
and efficient terminals and proper warehoUBeS be located at export ports 
with accommodations for farm products to be shipped abroad. 

6. That the necessary merchant marine for the transportation of 
farm products be constructed and operated so that a continuous and 
even trans-Atlantic and Pacific waterway route to meet the demands 
of our foreign commerce be established. 

7. That public markets be built in each of our cities for the mutual 
use of the farmer and consumer. 

8. That an attache or Government agent be placed in each consular 
agency abroad, whose sole duty will be to obtain information as re
gards the farm industry of that particular locality or country, so that 
he may obtain authentic information as regards the amounts of crops 
raised, the amount of produce stored, the amount consumed, the 
amount imported by the Government and from whom imported, and 
the amount imported from each country, and such other information as 
regards the method of growing, kinds of seeds used, and kind of tood 
consumed in bis particular locality. 

9. That farmers inaugurate a system of cost keeping, so that he may 
ascertain what crops are most profitable in Ws locality, with the pur
pose of growing that which is best adapted to their particular sections. 

10. That the farmers cooperate in establishlng and building co
operative community storage warehouses to carry their produce from 
seasons of production over the entire season of consumption, a.nd upon 
which warehouse receipts could be issued, which would be accepted as 
collateral at banks, etc., thus standardizing their products of diversi
fied farming. 

There are many others of more or less importance which the joint 
commission will undoubtedly desire to add to this listt which I submit 
merely for the consideration of the entire joint commission for recom
mended improvements in the farming industry of the country. 

Respectfully yours, 
PETER G. TEN EYCK. 

Hon. SYDNEY ANDERSON, 
NOVEMBER 28, 1921. 

Ohairman Joint Oommiss-ion of .Agricultural Inquiry, 
. Was.hington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN : In reply to your request of to-day as re
gards my suggestion in relation to recommendations as re~ards our 
report and the proposed legislation for the extension of credits to the 
agricultural interests, beg to advise that I feel it is essential that the 
reserve bank should be authorized to rediscount farm paper for the full 
time of the turnover of the farmer's products which are given as col
lateral on his loan at a local financial institution, other th1lll what is 
known as the three-year turnover of the cattle-raising industry. 

I believe that this committee should seriously consider the advisabil
ity of restricting all member banks of the Federa.J.. reserve bank as 
regards the maximum interest rate charged their <6tome:rs on ·money 

received from the Federal reserve bank, permittin~ them to charge only 
a certain percentage of the legal rate which obtrun.s in their respective 
States by law in whlch the loan l.s made, in addition to the rate which 
is charged them by the Federal reserve bank. 

Very truly yours. 
PETER G. ~ EYCK. 

DECEMBER 9, 1921. 
Hon. SYDNEY ANDERSON, 

Chairman Joint Ootnmi.ssion of .A.oriculturai Inquiry, 
W•ashington, D • . 0. 

MY DEAB M:n. CHAIRMAN : Referring to the difference of opinion of 
the various members of the commission as regards our report on 
finance, and the opinion of the members that we should make d.irect 
recommendations, in accordance with my suggestion, that the various 
members of the commission submit to you such recommendations they 
care to suggest for embodiment in the final report, in addition to issuing 
a statement setting forth a summary of our bearings as regards agri
cultnral credits, I beg to recommend the following : 

1. That farmers and live-stock producers be accorded the same bank· 
ing facilities that all other business men receive. 

2. That so-called short-time loans be furnished to them from siX 
months to three years to meet their requirements, extending the loan 
to meet the time of the turnover on various products of the farmer. 

3. That the !}anking system of the country be so organized that all 
the banks who loan to the farmers will obtain discount facilities to 
the fullest extent possible, commenmirate with the security whlch they 
present. 

4. That a medium of discount be established for all the banks which 
loan to the farmers so that farm paper will have discount rights in the 
Federal reserve bank. 

5. That all the banks that redlscount farm or other paper be re
stricted as to the additional amount of interest they charge to their 
farmer customers over that wh.ich they pay to the rediscount bank. 

6. That banking facilities be provided for the farmer so that bis 
products can be umized for basic credit to the fullest extent possible, 
and the banks be authorized to accept loans with proper warehouse 
certificates a.s collateral, and suitable and adequate. arrangements for 
the discounting of agricultural paper for the full length of the time of 
the turnover of the product on which the loans are negotiated. 

Very sincerely yours, 
PETER G. TEN EYCK. 

JOINT COMMISSION OF AGRICULTURAL INQUIRY, 
Wa8Mngton, D. 0., December 19, 1921. 

Hon. PETER G. TEN EYcK, 
House of Representatives, Wa.Bhington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR MR. TEN EYCK : This will acknowledge yours of the 28th 
ultimo, containing recommendations with respect to the credit report. 
I shall be glad to lay the suggestion before the commission at its next 
meeting. 

Sincerely yours, 
SYDNEY ANDERSON, Ohairmain • 

The CHAIRMAN. 1The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VoIGT] has 36 minutes and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
JACOWAY] 25 minutes remaining. 

Mr. VOIGT. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. GERNEBD]. 

Mr. GERNERD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com
mittee, the Nation prospers and advances in proportion as its 
population conserves its physical strength. The vitality of the 
race is dependent upon the health of tt.e parent and the care 
with which the infants are nourished. One of the greatest 
factors underlying this vital question is the character of our 
food supply, It has only been in recent years that real serious 
thought has been given to this subject. The great insurance 
companies of America have made so many startling observa
tions of the marked decline in the health of men after they, 
pass the age of 50 that the medical profession all over the 
world began to direct its attention to the causes that produce 
this alarming fact. _ 

Investigations and carefµl experiments have demonstrated 
the unerring truth that we are grossly negligent in the char
acter of the food that we eat. We crave after the things that 
please the eye and gratify our taste, but which lack the essen
tial quality that preserves our health and insures longevity 
of life. Apoplexy, heart failure, and Bright's disease have 
proven far more deadly to the men of 50 than did all the 
_fearful and tragic attacks of the enemy in the late wai·. Have 
we forgotten the great crusade that was begun less than 20 
years ago and carried on with such relentless zeal ever since to 
arrest infant mortality? Almost immediately it was discovered 
that the great cause of this scourge was impure milk which 
was being fed to babies throughout the land. Every effort was 
made to correct this startling discovery ; there was not a city 
in the country that did not pass rigid ordinances regulating their 
milk supply and employ every effective means for its enforce
ment. State legislatures passed laws for the purpose of en
forcing sanitation and inspection of the great herds of dairy 
cattle in order that the germs of infected cattle might not be 
transmitted in the food ; in addition, a vigorous campaign of 
education was inaugurated, with the result that thousands et 
our infant population were saved during the last decade and 
the general health of the Nation ' conserved. 

It has been demonstrated beyond question that one of the 
basic foods of our people should be the pure and :wholesome 
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milk of the dairy cow; it possesses a. quality of food value 
essential to real health. We are reliably informed that the 
American people consume daily but one-half pint of milk per 
capita, whereas our natural consumption should be a quart a 
day. Rickets in infants, pellagra, and low blood pressure are 
the chief characteristics of those suffering from lack of proper 
nourishment. Men are walking the streets by the thousands 
apparently in the best of health, who upon physical examina
tion are found to be undernourished, caused by the lack of 
proper food. As a nation we are just beginning to appreciate 
the importance of health conservation. This is evidenced by 
the universal establishment in every community of a well
regula ted public health service. Realizing, then, the importance 
of having a strong, vigorous, and healthy population, and that 
largely our national happiness and prosperity is dependent upon 
it, we are considering a bill to-day that pre ents to us a situ
ation, fraught with real peril, unless we in our wisdom shall 
promptly act to prevent its further progress. 

This bill seeks to prevent the manufacture and sale of filled 
milk. You will ask, What is filled milk? It is an imitation of 
condensed or evaporated milk, made by mixing condensed 
skimmed milk with coconut oil. Condensed or e•aporated 
milk is condensed whole milk, with all of the cream and butter 
fat a produced from the cow, whereas filled milk is manufac
tured by skimming the cream and removing the butter fat 
from the natural milk and substituting in place of it coconut 
oil. Whenever the cream or butter fat is extracted from the 
whole milk and coconut oil is substituted the product loses its 
nutritive value. No one has contended that coconut oil pos
ses es any real food value. Whatever food value this filled 
milk possesses is in the skimmed milk with which the coconut 
oil is mixed. We all appreciate the insignificant value of 
skimmed milk in our daily experiences ; everybody conversant 
with the subject acknowledges that this filled milk substi
tute pos esses none of the high foocl values that are contained 
in condensed or evaporated milk; it is a fraudulent substitute. 
What,- then, has prompted its manufacture? During the year 
1920, 86,561,000 pounds of this filled-milk product was made and 
sold, and in its manufacture nearly 8,000,000 pounds of coconut 
oil were used. It has been shown that it costs 86 cents per 
ca e (of 12 cans) less to manufacture this milk compound than 
pure condensed milk, and that it is sold upon the market 
in carload lots for $1.40 per case less than is realized for con
densed milk. Why, then, should this new product have such 
a rnarYelous demand when it has but little of the great food 
-value that is found so abundantly in the legitimate product? 

It is easy to understand the reason if we but realired that it 
costs considerable less to manufacture than that of condensed 
milk, so that its producers are able to engage in unfair compe
tition with the legitimate producers of condensed milk. Coco
nut oil sells for 12 cents per pound, while the market price of 
butter fat is 36 cents per pound. The e manufacturers have ex
pended huge ~ums of money in spectacular advertising, kill
fully leading a large public to believe that it is as good a 
product as condensed milk, and that it is a substitute, selling 
for less money. So adroitly have they introduced their brands 
that millions buy the substitute, believing it to be real con
densed milk. The retail stores have been elling it for the 
same price per can as they have been get ting for the legiti
mate article. 

l\fr. WATSON. Will the gentleman yield ? 
1\Ir. GERNERD. Not now, thank you. 
It has been shown that 156 stores in the city of Washington 

have been selling it as a milk product and classing it with con
densed milk. Unfortunately very few merchants that sell this 
compound are aware that it does not possess the same food 
value as condensed milk, and in their ignorance they stimulate 
its sale for the reason that they can buy this substitute for 
$1.40 per case less than they can purchase the legitimate 
article. These producers of this milk compound nowhere p.re
tend that it possesses any superior quality over that possessed 
by condensed or evaporated milk, but, on the contrary, every 
method is employed to deceive the public in believing it to be a 
similar product and as good as condensed milk. 

So successful have they been in the ale of this product and 
the growing demand for it that they are alarmingly and seri
ously encroaching upon the legitimate manufacturer who puts 
forth the real product, that he is in danger of being put out of 
business or else forced to manufacture a similar article in 
order to meet this vicious and growing competition. It is a 
most palpable fraud upon the pub1ic and a great injustice to 
the manufacturer of condensed milk. 

Thousands of mothers are compelled to use condensed milk 
in the feeding of their infants, and through many years of per
sistent efforts and experimentations whole milk has been 

placed upon the market free of al,l impurities and still retain
ing the great nutritive value that fresh milk possesses. To-day 
thousands live in tenement houses and apartments where the 
question of a fresh milk supply is a most difficult and serious 
problem. There are many localities throughout the country 
where it is impossible to serve fresh milk. This is especially 
true in many of our mining localities who are far removed 
from pasture lands. Under these circumstances it was but 
natural that condensed and evaporated milk should find an 
established place in so many of our homes. The people have 
learned its use with perfect safety and appreciate its whole
someness. It has become an indispen able part of the family 
table. Everyone has absolute confidence in its food value. So 
universal has become its use that last year we consumed ap
proximately 1,500,000,000 pounds of condensed milk. 

How can we, then, in view of these facts, permit an imitation 
milk product which to all appearances possesses all of the char
acteristics of real condensed milk as to color, taste, and con
sistency and which requires an expert to make a chemical 
analysis in order to discover the deception? 

Are we going to exercise a rigid supervision over our fresh 
milk supply by having daily inspectors inspect the milk and 
determine whether it has been watered or tampered with and 
whether it contains at least a butter fat of 3 per cent, and then, 
on the other hand, permit the manufacture of a milk compound 
that is free of the essential ingredients that we demand in our 
fresh milk supply? Such a situation is plainly unjust and in· 
consistent. 

These producers of milk compounds would have you believe 
that they are a great aid to the dairy industry of the country, 
because they allege that they consume about 200,000,000 pounds 
of skimmed milk per annum in the manufacture of their prod
uct. To my mind nothing could be more absurd than such a 
contention, for any inferior and deleterious product that is sent 
forth in the market in competition with the legitimate product 
is not a stimulus to that industry, but is a serious menace and 
maliciously destructive. Shall we permit these men to continue 
to profit at the expense of the Nation's health and the many 
years of toil and persistent efforts of the dairy farmer? Are 
we going to hinder the growth and further development of this 
life-preserving industry? Are we going to stand by the farmer 
who by great vigilance watches his herd, gathers his milk, and 
sends it to the market to feed us, or are we going to embarrass 
him by permitting a fraudulent substitute competing with his 
real product? Shall we permit the innocent babe to drink this 
foul and deceptive imitation? It is a most nefarious enterprise, 
and I trust our action here to-day will put an end to the.se con
scienceless promoters who would build castles of wealth over 
the dying babe that struggles for life while innocently drinking 
this concoction of coconut oil while its anxious and loving 
mother wonders why its little cheeks are falling in and its life
less limbs appear so withered. Let us stand by the babe of the 
Nation and the dairy cow. [Applause.] l\Iay her marvelous 
stream of life-giving milk ever fl.ow on in all its purity; may 
she always continue to impart the God-given gifts as she gathers 
them in the green pastures amid the sweet-scented flowers and 
the babbling brook, and in that mysterious way of nature 
transmit to humanity life, happiness, and a spark of the Di•ine. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that 
no quorum is present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas makes the 
point of no quorum. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and twenty-two Members present, a quorum. 

Mr. VOIGT. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from Minnesota [Mr. CLAGUE.] 

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit
tee, the reason I am in favor of the pre ent bill is that it is 
going to wipe out a product that is and has been placed upon 
the market and sold to the people as a food substance known 
as filled milk, which is a deception, a fraud, and a counterfeit. 
It is not the natural product. It is made by taking all the 
butter fat out of the real milk and then putting in the lifeles. 
skimmecl milk, a counterfeit . substance, in place of the butter 
fat, and this resembled product, or filled milk as it is called, is 
an exact imitation of real milk. In many places it has been 
sold as cream and sold in bulk. I happen to be a member of 
the- Agricultural Committee and had the privilege of hearing 
all the evidence that was given before the same. During the 
time that the bearings were held I made a little investigation 
around the city of Washington for the purpo_e of finding out 
whether or not this substitute was sold in the city of Wa h
ington. Several of the witnesses who ·appeared before the com
mittee in opposition to the bill stated that this sub titute was 
just as good ~the µ.verage condensed milk. Here is a can 

• 
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of Carnation brand of evaporated milk. I also have before 
me a can of Hebe, or a substitute known as filled milk. You 
will observe that the substitute looks the same as the genuine 
evaporated milk, and if any of you gentlemen can tell the dif
ference in taste or any difference in the appearance, I would 
like to have you do it. 

Mr. RAKER. The Hebe looks a little more like cream. 
l\Ir. CLAGUE. Perhaps it does in this instanee, but_ they 

ordinarily look the same. As I stated, I made an investigation 
about a year ago, going to 25 or more stores in the city of 
Washington, most of them on the outskirts. In all of the stores 
I asked for evaporated milk, and in at least two-thirds of them 
they stated that they did not have the Carnation or the Borden 
brand of evaporated milk but they had a substitute which was 
just as good. The substitutes were Nutro, Hebe, and other 
brands of filled milk. In most of the stores the substitute was 
being sold from 1 to 2 cents lower than the pure-milk brands. I 
was invariably informed that these substitutes were just as 
good as evaporated milk, and were just as good for all general 
purposes. I ruade an investigation at one of the lea<ling stores 
on Pennsylvania A venue and asked for evaporated milk, and 
the storekeeper stated: u I don't have Borden's or Carnation. 
I usually carry them, but I have here the Hebe, a substitute, 
which is just as good for all purposes." It was about that time 
that the labels on the cans were changed. About a year ago 
these substitutes did not have on the cans the words, " Do not 
use in place of milk for infants," but it was printed on the 
cans that the substitute was good for all general food purposes, 
and it was sold to the patrons for the use of children and for all 
food purposes. In many instances I purclrnsed cans of the 
substitute filled milk, and upon examination I found it impos
sible te tell the difference between the substitute and the 
genuine article. The substitute is l'Dade the same color, so that 
the ordinary. person can not tell the difference in appearance. 
The same amount of solids are used in it that the law requires 
for evaporated milk. It tastes and looks like pure milk. The 
housewife can see no difference, becnuse it takes an expert to 
tell the difference between the frau<lulent substitute and real 
milk. 

There is the trouble. '.rhis substitute is a pure deception, a 
fraud, and a counterfeit. In these substituteH the whole butter 
fat is taken out. There is 110 life-giving substance in it, and 
therefore if it is not good for infant:> it is not good for adults. 

The gentleman from Virginia said something about its not 
being good for infants. What is the naturnl food for infants? 
All will admit that it is milk. When a mother goes to the store 
and buys this substitute and it is sold to her as it has been 
in the past for something just as good as pure milk, that is a 
deception and a fraud and should be prohibite<l from being sold. 

I made another investigation within the last 10 days in this 
city, going to most of the stores that I visited about a year ago. 
I found that I could not buy a single can of Hebe or other 
substitutes in any of these stores. I went to the ~ame store 
on Penn ylvania. Avenue that I did a year ago and asked for 
Hebe or a substitute milk, and the storekeeper stp.ted: "My 
friend, I am not selling it any more." I said, "But you said 
last fall that it was just as good as the real milk." He stated, 
"I have learned that it is not and the Government has put it 
out of business. It was represented to me, when I bought it, 
to be just as good as the real milk and I sold it hone tly, be
lieving it to be so. But I have since found out that it is not." 

I went out on Fourteenth Street to some other stores on the 
outskirts where they have been selling it, and was informed by 
the various merchant that they did not keep it in stock and 
,~vere not selling it, that they had found out that it was a fraud 
and they did not want to impose it upon their customers, and 
as a result of my visit to 31 stores within the last 10 days I 
could not purchase one can of this substitute, filled milk, which 
hows that either the merchants of this city want to <lo an 

honest business or that the people have learne<l that this sub-
titute is worthle s and will not purchase the same. 

1\Ir. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. CLAGUE. Yes. 
l\fr. RAKER. How did the Government put this man in the 

Pe1msylvania Avenue store out of business? 
Mr. CLAGUE. Well, the Government did not put him out of 

business, but the substitute was found to be a deceptive prod
uct and the Government put certain regulations in the way of 
requirements on the labels. People became better acquainted 
with its being a deception, anu no doubt the merchants did not 
care to handle it and thereby deceive their cu tamers. 

l\Ir. RAKER. The gentleman has poured out in a glass some 
of this substitute called Hebe and also poured out ru the glass 
a can of the Carnation evaporated milk. The Hebe looks like 
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delicious cream, and nutritious. I would like to ask the gen
tleman if there is any nutrition in this substitute? 

l\1r. CLAGUE. Professor l\fcCullom, who appeared before our 
committee, says that it has no nutritive value; that a rat fed 
on it for 60 days would die. You can test these two--one is 
pure Carnation evaporated milk; the other, Hebe, is a filled 
milk, a substitute for milk. You will see that the Hebe has a 
very creamy color and a creamy taste, but is wholly void of _ 
butter fat or vitamines. It tastes as good as the finest of milk, 
but is a fraud in so far as having any nutrition substance. 
Gentlemen of the committee, there is only one thing about it, 
and that is that this filled milk is a pure fraud, and the fraud 
is largely perpetrated upon the ignorant and poor people. The 
ignorant people in the cities to whom it is sold know nothing 
of the merits of the same. They are buying it, believing that 
it is fully as good as the real milk, and supposing that it is 
good for children and for cooking purposes and that it is legiti
mate evaporated milk, when, as a matter of fact, they are get
ting something that c011tains- no life substance whatever. This 
substitute is being largely manufactured and has tended and is 
now tending to injure the sale of genuine milk. All legitimate 
creamery men are opposed to its sale. Our farmers are opposed 
to the substitute for the reason that it is a counterfeit and a 
fraud, and I nm firmly of the opinion that the great mass of 
people woul<l not buy it if they understood that it had no 
nutritiYe value. I am opposed to the manufacture and sale of 
these substitutes for the reason that they are valueless as a 
food product, deleterious, and injurious to the public health. 

l\fr. JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SrssoN]. 

l\Ir. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I think there is only one ques
tion in this whole proposition for us to consider, and that is 
whether or not this is· a deleterious food. If it is not a dele
terious food, e,·en though it does not have all of the food >::tlue 
that good, fresh milk has, then it is nothing less than a crime 
to i::top its manufacture. I say that it is crime; and I want it 
understood that I mean that in its length, breadth, and thick
ness. I do not think there is a more infamous creature on the 
face of the earth than one who woul<l make either food, clothing, 
or building materials scarce. All wealth is made up of tllose 
three things-food, clothing, building material. Some of the 
modern political economists add fuel; but, as is said by Smith, 
fuel produces heat, which is a substitute for clothing and is 
used to manufacture clothing and to prepare food and bnild
ing material, and it ought not to be put in as a separate claRs 
of \Yealth. Every human being ought to know that anything 
which tends to make food, clothing, or building material scqrce 
is an enemy to the human family. The problem in the next few 
generations is going to be whether or not you will be able to 
feed the world, whether they will be able to get a proper amount 
of good food supplies. 

Only a few years back it was contended that the tomato, 
which was then known as the love apple, was poison, and there 
were men who thought it an outrage to try to perpetrate t!Jat 
horrible · food upou the people. If they bad had men in Cnn
gress at that time that we have here now, there would haye b~ en 
somebody rising up and saying we should pass a law to p ;·o
tect the people against that horrible poison. There is not a 
reputable physician who has investigated this matter who will 
tell you that "filled milk" is a deleterious food for man. 
Not a one. They say it "is not good for babies. No. But are 
you going to stop the sale of breakfast bacon oecause breakfai::t 
bacon is not good for babies? Turnip greens is a good food, 
but it is not a goo<l food for babies. 

A ME~IBER. What is that? 
1\lr. SISSON. Turnip greens. Why. Mr. Chairman, a gentle

man \Vho expresses ignorance on turnip gTeens is not fit to be 
in Congress. [Laughter.] Those people who come here to-day 
making a great outcry about this article of food upon the theory 
that it is deleterious to babies are putting up as · much of a 
camouflage as they say the manufacturers are committing on the 
people in selling the article itself. They know they do not 
oppose it because of any such thing as that, but they favor this 
bill because this food is coming in competition with dairy prod
ucts. Why not have the nerve to tell the truth about it? Why 
run around and get experts to come here and say that it is 
deleterious? You lmow very well that it is not deleterious. 
There is not one of you who does not know that it is not dele
terious, and yet you want Uncle Sam to come along and protect 
you against competition. You never give the people who want . 
cheap food a thought. A great many manufacturers of clothing 
in this country manufacture and sell clothing which they say is 
all wool and a yard wide and warranted not to run down at the 
heel, wbeu there is not a single thread of wool in it. 
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Tl.le CRA.IRl\I.AJ.~. Tbe time of the gentleman from Missis
sippi has expired. 

Mr. JACO AY. "'1r. Chairman, I yield :five minutes more to 
the gentleman. 

l\1r. SISSON. Take socks. They are sold all over this coun
try, and stockings, too, as being all silk, and the label on the 
box says that they are all silk, when there is not a single fiber 
in them tlia'.t was not, perhaps, 'raised down in roy cotton patch 
in Mississippi. It is nothing but mercerized cotton. I see a 
pair here now, nice-looking socks, with not a line of silk in 
them-all l\1issisSippi or southern cotton-and yet these same 
people are in here yelling like a lot of Comanche Indians about 
this foodstuff not being labeled right. I do not object to your 
labeling it just as it should be and I am willing to require 
eYery article sold to bear a true label. 

l\fr. CHINDBLOM. What is the label on the can? 
l\lr. SISSON. Oh, there is too much of it there to read now. 

It will take up too much time, but I will hand it to the gentle
man and let him read it at his leisure. When a contest arises 
like tbe cO'ntest a few yea'rs ago between two baking powders, 
it is something that is likely to tuin splendid reputations. Two 
men of national reputation got into a contest over baking 
powder. The contest was fierce. It came near -ruining one ad
ministration since I have been in Congress. The Secretary of 
Agriculture said that one baking powder was good and the 
other bad, and a certain noted physician took the other side-
one saying it was good and the other saying it was bad. In 
other words, the matter was a conflict between two selfish 
interests. If one won, he had a monopoly and a fortune ; if he 
lost, be lost all and was ruined. This is the same fight here. 

The constituent elements that enter into this compound, 
under the pure food law, ought to be put on the label on the can. 
I do not believe it should be neces ary to· put on there a legend 
to the effect that it is not good for babies. On the .contrary, I 
think it would be an outrage to put on -a legend that it is good 
for babies. If they '~nt to, let them say that it is not to be 
u ed in coffee or for babies. 

Under the English law the principle of caveat emptor, which 
applies in .Am~rica, <foes not apply. Caveat emptor is the horse 
swapper 'law in America. It means that when you buy a horse 
from a feJiow you better beware. You buy or swap for him at 
the end of the bridle. Caveat emptor applies in an of our busi
ness, and more frauds have been perpetrated on people in 
America than in filly other country in the world. Ours is the 
only country on earth where they will not take our samples for 
the entire contents of whatever package we are selling. 

Why, because caveat emptor doe. apply. My view of the 
matter is that every State in the Union ought to pass a law 
providing that whenever one buys a piece of clothing as all 
wool it ought to be all wool, and if you can prove it is cotton, 
be ought to be sent to the penitentiary for obtaining money un
der false pretenses. Our busine"Ss ought to be straight and 
square. Here you are endeavoring to destroy a food which no 
reputable physician will say is bad. Something bas been said 
about rats. Why, bless your soul, you can take rats and give 
tllem an exclusive diet of fresh condensed milk every morning 
and they die as quickly as if you gave them this food in this 
can. In other word , no man can live on one kind of food. 
You are not giving the rat half a chance on one food. Corn 
bread is mighty good, but you can not live on it alone. l\Ian 
can not live by bread alone. You have to have a little meat
a Chicago beefsteak mixed with it. 

The only test here ought to be whether this food is dele
terious. If it is not deleterious, I do not care about its food 
value, whether it is as valuable as milk or not. If it is food 
and is good food, I say to you Congress is committing a crime, 
nothing le s than a crime to endeavor to de h·oy its proper use, 
because the man who makes ti.vo blades of grass grow where 
only one grew before is a blessing to humanity. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tbe time of the gentleman bas expired. 
l\Ir. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 

lady from Oklahoma [Miss ROBERTSON]. [Applause.] 
Miss ROBERTSON. l\1r. Chairman, a few moments ago I 

c1·ossed over to the other side of the House to inquire of gen
tlemen from Korth Carolina whether very much of this stuff 
[holding up the can of filled milk] was used in their State. You 
reme:n1ber 'perhaps that statistics of the late World War showed 
that of men called to the colors the North Carolina contingent 
were nea1·er physically perfect, tallel', and more free from dis
ea e than those from any other State. 

Down in Oklahoma quite a number of our citizens were O'rig
irnHiy from North Carolina and they maintain this splendid 
standard. I have ne-Ver known a North Carolinian who did not 
insist on good milk and plenty of it. 

1 

Just now as I was talking with tho e two tall North Carolina 
men over there, who had never made the acquaintance of "filled 
milk," we exchanged reminiscences of corn bread and buttel'milk 
till we all felt half starved together. Do you know what sort 
of corn bread and buttermilk we meant? Corn bread made 
from hard white corn ground in an old-fashioned mill and but
termilk where the whole Jersey or Guernsey milk is put in a 
stone churn, with a dasher, and allowed to reach just the right 
point, and then when the butter is taken out after churning 
little golden ftecks of it are left in the buttermilk. Ont of pity 
I stop here without more reminiscences so tantalizing to those 
of us borllc and bred in Dixie. 

Now, to consider this question by the Bible standard of milk 
for babies and meat for strong men. The Good Book says" babes 
have need of milk and not of strong meat," for "sh·ong meat 
belongeth to them that are of full age." The babies-are you 
going to feed them this stuff? Shall poor mothers, unable to 
read the labels, misguided by the looks of the container, and 
deceived by the retailer, starve the babies? I have used quan
tities of these milk substitutes :in cooking. They make very 
good custards, the richness of eggs supplying to a sufficient ex
tent the butter fat that is removed. In the same way they make 
Yery good gravies and very good sauces, where fats and thicken
ings are used in preparing food for grown people. But they are 
not fit for babies. 

Shall we starve babies in America for commerchtlism? Piteous 
a:ppeals come to us all the while for the starving children of 
other lands, to send preserved milk to children in the '.Near East. 
to children in Russia. I am positive no filled milk is sent from 
America to them. Did you ever think of comparing pictures ot 
these starving children with pictures ~hat might be hown of 
the helpless little children among the poor people of our great 
cities, who must depend upon the corner grocery and the tin can 
for food, whose mothers can not read the label .()n the can? 
Think of the babies whose mothers can not give them that 
wo-nderful sustenance-breast milk-and mu t give them instead 
some other food. 

I think, too, of the Indian mothers of our country whose lives 
are so changed since to many of them a " farce " of civilization 
came, by which, instead of the old free, outdoor life, with its 
nature-provided food, they now have tl:rn same insidious dan
gers in the unbalanced foods of so-called civilization to meet, 
and their dark-eyed babies must be starved, too, the doomed race 
soO'ner passing away. Perhaps the greatest number of babies 
of any one class to be affected are the negro babies of the 
South. 

There are so many would-be reformers in th~se days who are 
trying to pu~b the legalizing of birth-control teaching. The 
sale of this milk should appeal to them, for surely it will dis
pose of many thou ands of " unwanted babies "-not unwanted 
by their mothers, but unwanted in America, if we may believe 
the advocates of birth control. 

I realize that in this bill there are very dangerous complica
tions so far as possible infractions of the Constitution may be 
involved. L am not one who would do away with all sub ti
tutes. As I have said, filled milk will do for food for adult , but 
not for babes. For instance, from the vegetable oils of our 
great Southland, ftom cotton seed and from peanuts, there come 
some of the best foods in the fat elements nece sary for bal
anced diet that are available. For many years we paid fancy 
price'S for our peanut and cottonseed oils which journeyed over
sea, as !Dany good Americans go, to return with a foreign title, 
and receive an immediate recognition, where before their value 
had not been considered. 

Even further north, in the corn belt, we have unexcelled vege
table oils that we find may be used more whole omely than the 
same grains produced metamorphosed into animal fat by way of 
the hog. 

So I do not wish to be understood as objecting to the sale of 
substitute products except whete we shall starve our babies. 
I am speaking not as a wise interpreter of the Con titution or 
of commercial law, but as one who would call attention to the 
need, if it can not be done by national legislation, of tate regu
lation that will care for the babies. 

Mr. VOIGT. How much time have I remaining? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 14 minutes remaining. 
Mr. VOIGT. I yield to the gentl~man from Ohio [Mr. 

CABLl!~]. 
Mr. CABLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex

tend my rem~rks in the RECORD. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 

The Chair hears none. 
The extension of remarks referred to are here printed in full 

as follows: 
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l\Ir. CABLE, Mr, Speaker, the result of the new 3 per cent 

r trictive immigration law i. startling. In the last · fiscal year 
without this law in force the net increase of immigration was 
more than one-half million. For the first nine months of the 
present fiscal year, operating under this 3 per cent law, the 
net increase is but 80,000. Strange to say, this inc1·ease- con
sists entirely of women and girls. The male immigrant. aliens 
admitted do not equal those who have departed; the female 
immjgrant aliens admitted exceed in number those who de
part cl by the 80,000. 

'£he laws of the Uuitecl States should be amended to pernrit 
the e women to become citizens of the United States. In addi~ 
tion, there are more than tw<T and one-fourth million female 
aliens 21 years and upward in the United States who are not 
naturalized. Under our law any woman who marries a citizen 
of the United States and who might herself be lawfully natu
ralized automatically becomes a citizen. This citizenship by 
marriage may be acquired without the woman being able to 
speak our lanb'Ua~e, ·without a study of our Cons.titution, and 
without even appearing in court and renouncing allegiance 
and :fidelity to her foreign ruler, and without taking the· oath 
o:tl allegiance to the United States. Naturalization papers may 
be legally filed by an unmarried woman who is otherwise qualh
fied, or by the widow of a foreign-born person not naturalized, 
but not by a woman during the existence of her marital 
relation. 

I have introduced a bill granting to married. alien women. 
the independent right to be naturalize<l. A naturalization pro
ceeding is an education in our language, laws, and form of 
government. The mother is best qualified to teach her chilclrern 
the true meaning of America and what it stands for. l\fanied 
women, in my opinion, should have tile independent rig~t to 
be naturalized. 

The last amendment to our Constitution provided that the 
right to citizen& of the United States should not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of 
sex.; but under the present law alien married women are denied 
the independent right to uaturalization and the equal suffrage 
that goes with· it unless they are naturalized through the 
naturalization of their husband. 

Our law also provides that an American woman who marries 
a foreigner shall take the nationality of her husband, and 
that at the termination of the marital relation she may resume 
her American citizenship, if abroad, by registering as an Ameri
can citizen within one year with a consul of the United State 
or by returning to reside in the United States; or, if residing in 
the United States at the termination of the marital relation, 
by continuing, to reside therein. 

The bill I intrnduced also provides that a woman citizen of 
the United States who hereafter, being tllen a resident of the 
United' States, marrie_s an alien who may be lawfully natural
ized shall remain a citizen of the United States so long as, sb.e 
continues to reside therein, unless she makes formal renunciar 
tion of her citizenship before a court having jurisdiction ove:r. 
naturalization of aliens. If at the termination of the marital 
status be is a citizen of the United States, she shall retain her 
citizenship regardless of her residence. If during the con
tinuance of the maritaL status she resides continually for two 
years in a foreign State of which her husband is a citizen or
subject, or for five years continues outside the United States, 
she shall thereafter be subject to the presumption that sbe has 
ceased to be an American citizen. 

The fact that a woman is married should be no reason to deny 
her the right of citizenship in the United States through nat
uralization proceeding· if she is an eligible alien. Marriage: 
of a citizen of the Unite<.l States to a foreigner should not of 
it elf terminate her citizenship. The laws of our countrv should: 
grant independent citizenship to wornru . . 

l\lr. VOIGT. l\lay I a k whether the opposition has used 
up all of its time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has 15 
minutes remaining. · 

Mr. VOIGT. I would like the gentleman from Arkansas 
to use some of his time. 

Mr. JACOWAY. I think the argument on this side is con
cluded. 

Mr. HARDY of Texa.. I would like to take two or three 
minutes. 

Mr. JACOW .e.,Y. I will yield the gentleman five minutes. 
Mr. HARDY of Texas. l\Ir. Chairman and gentlemen of the 

committee, I do not know that much can be adiled to the argu
ment, but it seems to me the lady from. Oklahoma a: moment ago 
supplied an argument against this bill instead of for it. She is 
for the babies. So am I. But I believe that alli legislation 
tllat enhances the cost of better milk puts an obstruction in 

the way of the poor parent who wants to get pure milk for h ~s 
baby. Now, i:fi by this legislation you destroy any competitor 
of this article that might enter into competition with the milk 
produee:I.', the dairyman, and thereby reduce the price of real 
milk, you will help put out of the reach of the poor parent the 
opportunity to buy cheaper milk. Here is this product that 
comes in competition and has the tendency to cheapen the price 
of real milk. Every time you drive a competitor out of the 
market you enhance the price of genuine milk. And this com
modity has printed on the label of it that it is not good for 
children or for babies. Consequently nobody is being fooled. 
So that the only effect of this bill is by destroying competition 
you enhance the price of the baby's milk, and that, I take it, is 
the purpose of the bill. 

I am as much opposed to any fraud as anybody on this fiool'. 
can be. 

If this was pre ented to the people as milk, if it did not carry 
on its face the warning that it is not good for babies, then I 

· would be in favoi: of some bill requiring it to be- so stamped. 
But I tell you that when the Cong:cess lends itself to the put

. ting out of the way of certain industries in any competition, 
r we are stooping to a small business and to a purpose that in 
the end will return to plague us, for we do not lmow how soon 
it will be when your section o:c mine--and I am not interested 
in this rnatter--may ha1"e some product that is harmless but 
good for some things and not for others, anc1 it may come in 
competition with something else that wants to drive it out of 
the market And it L--: evident to me, from what I have heard. 
that the dairymen, wanting to raise the price of their commod
ity, wunt to get rid of a competitor that helps to red:uce the 
price. Here is a competitor stamped on its face that it is not 
good for- babies, can not be abused, can not be a fraud, sold on 
it merits for what it is worth, and the lady from Oklahoma 
ays it is good for pies and custards; so why not let the public 

have it fol' that purpo e? Why 'not let the man who uses it 
have it? 

I have eaten coconut butter. I do not know whether or not 
it was good for sustenance, but I ate it when I could not get 
good butter, and really I preferred it to some butter. ·I do not 
think anybody should have the right to com~ in and say that 
if I ''anted to eat it I should not have the right to eat it. If 
it is harmful and poi. onous, forbid it. But nobody has said' 
this substance \Ve are driving- out is harmful, and the· label 
carries' what it is on its face. It seems to me that we are 
aiding one- producer against another producer when by the-
laws of equity and our own ideals of fair play in this free 
country we ought not to do it. It looks to me as if we were 
going outside of the proper function of government, whether it 
is constitutional or not, and therefore I do not think this bill 
ought to pass. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMA.l~. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. VOIGT. l\fr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 

New York [l\Ir. REED]. 
l\Ir. REED of New York. Mr. Chairman, there are two, points 

which I have considered of cont.rolling importance in urging the 
enactment of the Voigt bill. One is tlle self-evident fact that 
every manufacturer of the compound of skimmed milk and vege
table oil as coming under the definition of filled milk written in 
this bill, seeks to market his product just as nearly in the form 
and semblance of milk as is possible. I am not satisfied to give 
a clean bill of bealtli or a clean bill of business morals or ethics 
to any busine s wbkh seeks to make a :financial profit out of a 
traffic of tfiis self-evident counterfeit character. I have sever-al 
good-sized cities in my district and I know that thi product is 
being sold generally in the ~tores in those cities, and it is my 
belief that it is lleing sold generally for what it is not and 
that the purchaser generally think they are getting milk or 
something as good as milk, and the evidence which has been 
presented to the House Committee on Agriculture and the Honse 
'Vays and 1\Ieans Committee convinces me that this product is 
not as good as milk and ought not to be permitted to be sold. 
The man, woman, or child who goes to a store to purchase milk 
should be protected again. t any attempt to foist on them a sub
stitute that doe-s-not contain the nourishing elements of genuine 
milk. ~ 

The secon<l fact is that the public doe~ not unuerstand that 
tbere is a surplus of farm pro<.lucts in this country ancl that 
the produetion of farm products can not be controlled bY clo -
ing the factory door and sending the workmen home until there 
is a shortage . to bring up the prices, The farms must be op
erated, and I take it that it is one function of the Congre of 
the United States' to aid in. every possible ·way to improve the 
marketing con<.litions and acfd to the market for the products of 
the farms. The chief agricultural product of my district, ex
cepting a small section, is milk. Milk for flui<;l milk consump-
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tion, milk for the manufacture of butter, and milk in a much 
smaller yrny for the manufacture of cheese. I know that these 
farms must keep on producing. The importance of the contin
ued prosperity of these dairy farmers is so great, not only to 
themselns nn<l their families but to the business interests of 
my district and the country, that I know that I am justified in 
thinking of the larger importance of improving the market for 
milk in supporting this measure. 

1\lr. JACOWAY. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER]. 

l\lr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise merely to put in the 
RECORD a sugge ted amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks to have the Clerk 
rea<l in his time an amendment for information. The Clerk 
"ill read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment by Mr. Tc;CKER : Page 2, line 11, strike out the words 

"or to ship or tleliver for shipment in interstate or foreign commerce." 
Mr. VOIGT. l\fr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 

gentleman from Wisconsin [l\Ir. BROWNE]. 
:Ur. KINCHELOE. l\lr. Chairman, I make the point of order 

there is no quorum present. 
'rhe 'HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the 

point of order there is no quorum present The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] One hundred and nine 1\lembers are 
pre ent-a quorum. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BROWNE] is recognized. 
l\Ir. BROWNE of Wisconsin. l\lr. Chairman, one-fifth of the 

Nation's food supply comes from dairy products, and it is, of 
coarse, important that these dairy products are pure and not 
a.dulterated. What do the filled-milk people do? In the first 
place, they extract the butter fat, the cream, the valuable 
vitamine protluct out of the milk and leave the milk absolutely 
without nutrition to speak of. And this substitute for milk can 
not be detected by any person except a chemist upon exami
natiou. 

Now we know that throughout the United States to-day, 1n 
every State that has not outlawed it, they are selling filled milk, 
and the majority of people who are buying it think it is pure 
milk ·with the valuable life-giving, growth-producing vitamine 

· product contained in it. E\en the Government of t11e United 
States was deceived and defrauded in the State of Ohio during 
the war, when it bought t'vo carloads of condenseu milk for 
boys at Camp Willis and they thought it was pure, unadul
terated milk, when it turned out to be filled milk. So our boys 
were being fed a product to build them up and make fighting 
men of them that did not contain enough nutrition even to sup
port the life of a rat, as was shown by Professor l\IcCullom's 
demonstration. 

'Jibe filled-milk industry is growing very fast. In 1917 we 
prouuced only about 35,000,000 cases of filled milk, and in 1921 
we produced 8G,OOO,OOO cases of this filled milk, and if we con
tinue at that rate it is going to drive legitimate manufacturers 
of full condensed milk out of the market, as several of the luge 
manufacturers have said, among them the Borden people. It 
is also going to substitute the coconut cow for the Jersey or 
the Guernsey or the Holstein cow. You can manufacture this 
filled milk, as the evidence shows, for 2 cents a pound can. 
Think of it for a minute! And you can place it on the market 
and make it an object to the retail dealers to sell it a good deal 
cheaper than they can sell the other milk, and, of course, 
they will make a larger profit. Therefore many retailers are 
substituting filled milk for whole milk. In the State of Wis
consin, where they made an investigation in preparing their_ 
case for the Supreme Court, they found in 15 cities 65 cases of 
fraudulent sales of this milk. 

1\1.r. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BROWNE of '' isconsin. Yes. 
l\lr. WALSH. ·where do the manufacturers get this skimmed 

milk? 
l\Ir. BROWNE of Wisconsin. From the farmer. 
l\lr. ,V.U ... SH. The very man that is in favor of this legisla

tion. 
Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. They buy the full milk of the 

farmer and extract the cream and sell the cream and keep the 
by-product, the skimmed milk, and add the coco.o.ut oil in place 
of the cream. A law prohibiting the sale or manufacture of 
filled milk was sustained by the supreme court in the State of 
Ohio. The case went to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and the highest court in the land sustained the State 
law. [Applause.] 

Mr. Cliairman, I am in favor of this bill to prohibit the 
manufacture of filled milk in the District of Columbia or its 
shipment in interestate or: foreign commerce. 

I favor tb.is bill because it will protect the public from a coun
terfeit that when used in place of milk will undermine health, 
especially the health of children. 

The public is unfamiliar with the term "filled milk." It is 
an imitation of condensed or evaporated milk. It is made by 
robbing milk as it is taken from the cow of its butter fat or 
nutritive value. In other words, the cream is skimmed off and 
coconut oil or peanut oil, or buttermilk and soda is substituted. 
The milk is then made into condensed or evaporated milk and 
sold in competition with condensed or evaporated milk made 
from the whole milk with its butter fat and its valuable and 
life-giving vitamine ingredients. This compound, which is 
known as filled milk, is a perfect physical imitation of pure 
e\aporated milk, and it is impossible for anyone except a 
chemist to tell the difference between pure evaporated milk and 
the filled milk containing 6 or 8 per cent coconut fat in place 
of cream or butter fat, which has been extracted from the 
milk and sold. 

Second. I favor this bill because it places the dairy farmer 
in unfair competition with the manufacture1's of a product 
which no one except a chemist can tell from the original, and 
which can be manufactured at one-fifth of what h takes to 
produce the genuine article. 

MANY STATllS HAVE OUTLAWED FIJ,LED MILK. 

Already 11 States, representing a total population of 31,-
330,197, have passed stringent laws prohibiting the sale and 
manufacture of filled milk within their territory. These laws 
passed by the States have been bitterly contested, both in the 
legislatures and the supreme court of the States. So far as 
thiS' legislation involving the constitutionality of the laws pro
hibiting the manufacture and sale of filled milk has been tested 
in the courts, the law has been sustained. 

In a recent case in 'Visconsin, which is now under advisement 
by the supreme court of that State, the referee's report dealt 
chiefly with the product Hebe, manufactured for the Hebe Co. 
by the Carnation l\filk Products Co. This brand of filled milk 
is one of the six or seven leading brands of skimmed-milk 
compounds. The referee who reported on the Wisconsin case 
found from the evidence that this brand of filled milk was not 
a desirable or proper food for infants nor was a complete 
substitute for milk. 

Ohio passed a filled-milk law which was upheld by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Hebe Co. 
et al. against Shaw, Secretary of Agriculture of Ohio, et al., 
reported in volume 248, United States Reports, page 297, sus
taining the Ollio law, which forbids the sale, and so forth, of 
filled milk. 

Doctor McCollum, of Johns Hopkins University, a very high 
authority on the ubject of nutrition, testified before the Agri
cultural Committee that the vitamines that are absolutely neces
sary to promote growth in the human body are found most 
abundantly in butter fat, and that milk is the chief article of 
food relied upon for vitamine; that there is no effective substi
tute for milk; that filled milk is almost entirely lacking in 
vitamine. Doctor l\IcCollum was corroborated by Dr. E. B. 
Hart, of the UniYersity of Wisconsin, another authority on 
the subject. Professor Hart says in his testimony that at least 
90 per cent of the fat soluble vitamine of the whole milk is 
removed in the modern commercial skimming process. 

Filled milk is sold under the various trade names, such as 
Hebe, Carolerie, Enzo, SilYer Key, Nutro, Nyko. These imita
tions are put up in the same size cans as regular condensed 
milk and are adverti ed by retail dealers as evaporated milk. 
In five cities there were 340 separate advertisements by p3 
retail groceries of these brands of filled milk. 

In the case now pending in Wisconsin it was shown that 
there were 65 instances of fraudulent sales made in 1G different 
cities in Wisconsin. 

NO Rlil?rlEDY EXCEPT BY PROHIBITING f A:.E. 

It has been thoroughly demonstrated that imitation milks, 
with their history of misrepre entation and their unquestioned 
inferiority in nutritive value, can not be made safe for the 
public by proper labeling but must be prohibited altogether. 
Filled milk has been sllown to be of an inherently fraudulent 
nature. 

It has been put out as a substitute for the product for which 
it is a perfect physical imitation. It has been shown to be sold 
at retail and adverti ed by retailers in a fraudulent manner. 
It is not only an imitation and a substitute of a most important 
food that has been supplied by nature for the use of :(Ilankind, 
but it is pronounced by chemists and authorities on nutrition 
as an inferior imitation and lacking in· nutritive vulue, which 
brings its manufacture and sale into vital relationship with 
public health. 

' 
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EX'.L'E.XT .L'ID S!ALE OF 1''ILLED MILK. 

The Bureau of Markets shows that the ale of .filled milk 
in 1917 increased from 35,031,902 cases to 86,5611000 cases. In 
1920, 8,000,000 pounds of coconut fat were used in the manufac
ture of filled milk, taking the place of as many pounds of but
ter fat or cream. Some of the largest manufacturers of evap0-
rated milk in the country state that unless Congress .and the 
several States do something to stop the competition that they 
will have to go into the business of manufacturing .filled milk 
or go out of business. 

WILL EVE~TUALLY RUIN THE D.AlRY 1NDUSTRY. 

Besides the amount of filled milk that is sold in this country, 
we are exporting large quantities. In 1919 we expor~d 850,-
865,414 pounds of full or unadulterated condensed milk, while 
in 1920 we only exported 414,250,021 pounds, or less than one
half of the amount. In the last few years the amount put out of 
filled milk has grown over 5,000 per cent, and the manufacturers 
of filled milk admit that the business is only in its infancy. 
The obtaining of milk from the coconut cow is a cheap process 
compared with producing milk from the Jersey, Guernsey, or 
Holstein. 

The cost of a quantity of skimmed milk and coconut fat suf
ficient to fill 48 cans of filled milk is a little over 80 cents, or 
le s than 2 cents per pound can. The retail price of 1-pound 
cans, which cost the producer 2 cents, sells for from 10 cents 
to 12 cents per pound. Thus the manufacturers of filled milk 
can sell their product below the cost of production of the un
adulterated milk and make an exorbitant profit. 

IMPORTANCE OF D.A.lRYING TO THE PEOPLE. 

Dairying is engaged in by over one-half of the farming popu
lation of the United States. The milk produced in 1919 in the 
United States had a cash value to the producer of more than 
$2,000,000,000. 

The dairy industry is connected more closely with the lives 
and health of every community and the national welfare than 
any other. The milk supply of every community is of vital im
portance to the health, happiness, and welfare of that commun
ity. Dairy products furnish the people with one-fifth of their 
food, and its bearing upon human health, particularly of chil
dren, has not been adequately appreciated, as indicated by the 
experience of the 1ate war. 

Herbert Hoover, who as head of the Relief Committee of Eu
rope ha<l great opportunity to observe the beneficial effects of 
milk as food, says: 

In its broad aspect, the proper feeding of children revolves around 
the public recognition of the interdependence of the human animal upon 
its cattle. The white race can not survive without dairy products. 

FOOD VALUE OF MILK. 

The State Board of Education and the Superintendent of 
Public Instruction of California made one of the most thorough 
investigations of the nutritive value of milk. This test was 
made in the schools of Los Angeles and the report was sum
marized as follows: 

Increases body weigbt. 
Increases rate of growth. 
Increases physical skill. 
Increases mental alertness. 

MlLK. , 

Increases rate of school progress. 
Increases resistance to disease. 
Increases social adaptability. 

Outstanding among the facts in this survey are the following: 
Four and thirty-eight one-hundredths per cent of the children receiv

ing no milk were found to be over the average graduation ai;e, while 
only 1.38 per cent of the milk-using children who received 1 pmt daily 
were over this age. 

Eight and eight hundred and two one-thousandths per cent of the chil
dren receiving 1 pint or more of milk a day were ahead of their normal 
grade. 

Seven and eight hundred and seventy-nine one-thousandths per cent of 
the children receiving one glass of milk a day were a.head of their normal 
grade. 

Milk-using children can be forced in their school work with less ill 
effect upon their .height and weight than nonmilk-using children. 

There are two milk-drinking cbildren ahead of their normal grade 
for each nonmilk-drinking child. (Report of the California School Milk 
Survey.) 

LEGISLATION COKSTITL'TIOXA..L. 

This bill if it becomes a law would be ~learly constitutional. 
Its constitutionality could be sustained, first, on the theory o:f 
prevention of fraud and deception ; second, on the theory of the 
preservation of public health; third, the law can be sustained 
on the theory of the protection of the great dairy indu try from 
irreparable injury. This would be for the benefit of the public 
or public welfare. 

The Supreme Court can sustain this law ruucb easier than in 
the case of the trading-stamp laws. The Supreme Court up
held the Florida law prohibiting the shipment out of the State 
of immature citrus fruit on the theory that it was within the 
poli~e power of the State to prevent the .shipment from tbe 

State of fruit, which would bring discredit upon the fruit-grow
ing industry of a State. 

It certainly is equally within the power of a State or tlle 
United States to prevent the milk it produces from bellig robbed 
,of its butter fat and vitamine properties and manufactured iuto 
an jnferior imitation of real milk and sent out to prejudice and 
unfavorably advertise tile great dairy industry. 

In the case of Hebe Co. et al. v. Shaw, Secretary of Agt·i
culture of Ohio, et al. (Report, vol. 248, U. S. Repts. p. 297), 
the Ohio . law was sustained, which forbids under crimi.nal 
penalty the manufacture, sale, and so forth, of condensed milk 
unless made from unadulterated milk from which the crnnm has 
not been remo>ed and in which the milk solids are equivalent to 
12 -per cent crnde milk and 25 per cent fat. 

The court held in tMs case: 
We are satisfied that tbe statute as construed by us is not invali

dated by the fourteenth amendment. The pur_pose to reeommewl a (•er
tain minimum or nutritive element and prevent fraud may he l'nrricd 
out in this way even though condensed, skimmed milk and Hebe sbouJtl 
be admitted to be wholesome. 

[Applause.] 
The OHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 

has expired. 
Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 

conse.nt to revise and extend my remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of tbe 

gentleman from Wisconsin? 
Th~re was no objection. 
l\fr. JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I 

remaining? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 10 minutes. 
Mr. JACOWAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

Arkansas [l\:fr. WINGO]. -
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas is recog

nized for five minutes. 
l\fr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, this effort to destroy the mar

ket of the American farmer for o~e of his products naturally 
evokes a protest from any man who is a real friend of tile 
farmer. 

I was surprised at the remarks of the lady from Oklahoma 
[Miss RoBEBTSON]. She made two arguments that were con
tradictory. She is an expert on custards. She know some
thing about custards, and she asserted that she had used this 
product you propose to outlaw in the making of custards, and 
stated that it made good custards. 

Miss ROBERTSON. Yes; but when I made that statement 
I did not ay that I would recommend that tllose custards be 
fed to babies. 

Mr. WINGO. Yes; I have raised babies, but not on custard. 
I am ve1·y fond of custards. If I want to use this product to 
make custards, why should the lady object? Why should she 
vote to prohibit the shipment of this product to me, so that I 
could put it in custards? I have raised babies, and I know 
something about babies. If a man who will go home and as
sume that his wife does not know anything about raising babies 
when she has told him to go and buy some milk for the baby and 
he brings home condensed milk for the baby, just see what hap
pens. [Laught~r.] 

Let your wife tell you to bring home some milk for the baby 
and you take home Carnation or any other brand of conden eel 
milk, if she has any intelligence as regards the quality of food 
and knows about the proper raising of babies she will give you 
such advice that you will not make the same mistake another 
time. [Laughter.] 

Gentlemen, you are piling law on law. The rule is clear that 
Congress has the right to protect people in certain ways through 
interstate commerce regulation. If there is anything that is 
misbranded or concerning which there is a fraudulent misrep
resentation you have the right, and you have the power to 
exercise that right, to bar it from interstate commerce. If this 
can here is fraudulently branded, or a merchant on Fourteenth 
Street makes the representation that a Member quoted, he can 
be indicted under the laws ·of the District of Columbia and 
under the laws of every State in the Union. You have law now 
to punish the very fraud they complain of in every State in the 
Union, including the District of Columbia: 

Now, I know that the theory of the modern socialist and Bol
shevist is that the proper function of government is to stand at 
the elbow of men and women, stating what is good for them to 
wear and what is good for them to eat, and making the choice 
of their food. That is the modern theory. But, gentlemen, you 
do n<W: raise strong men like those from North Carolina, to 
whom the lady from Oklahoma [Miss ROBERTSON] referred, by 
having the Government stand by and, through its agents, dic
tate to them what they shall eat. On -that basis you would have 
a right to say whether !! ;mother ,should dress a baby in red 
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flannel or in cotton. As for me, I do .not propose to let anybody 
else tell me what kind of clothing I shall put on my child or 
what kind of food I shall furnish to him. 

Gentlemen, I repeat, that if you misbrand this can, you have 
already a law upon it. If the groceryman says it is milk and 
represents it as having the same quality as milk, he could be 
indicted in my own State and in every State in the Union. You 
know the modern theory about States and communities--

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WINGO. I will ask the gentleman not to interrupt me 

now. 
That modern theory is· that the States and the local com

munities and even the parents themselves can not be trusted; 
that you must have a Federal law and Federal officers to guide 
and to protect them. If you can pass this kind -Of a statute 
there are 100 other propositions that people object to, and they 
can com~ in and ask Congress to bar those articles from inter
state commerce. There is another substitute that the lady 
from Oklahoma [Miss ROBERTSON] is friencUy to. I do not 
remember the name of it now. I prefer. it to whipped cream. 
I think it is better. A good. many ladies prefer it. Yet it is 
not whipped cream. She would bar that from interstate com
merce. Why, if you follow this to its logical conclusion you set 
up the judgment of the lawmakers a to what food is good for 
rneu and what food is bad. It is not a question of poisonous 
substances. It is not a question of things that are admittedly 
dangerous to public health in a general way. It is admitted 
that this is a good substitute for some things. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
has expired. 

Mr. VOIGT. · I yield three minutes to tbe gentleman from 
Kew York [Mr. FrsH]. · 

l\fr. FISH. l\fr. Chairman, representing one of the largest 
milk-producing districts in the United States, a district that 
supplies a large part of the milk consumed in New York City, I 
want to urge the immediate enactment of this legislation to 
prohibit interstate commerce in filled milk. The daiTymen in 
our section of the country are eking out a very precarious 
living. The gentleman from Texas seems worried about the 
price of milk. If you permit imitati-0ns to be passed off for 
condensed milk, you are wiping out one of the main by-products 
of the milk producers, and of course if you do that the price 
of milk is bound to go up or the dail'Y industry will be wiped 
out. In our section dairymen average possibly $500 or $600 a 
year net profit, with the whole family working from 12 to 14 
hours a day. They have big investments in stock and buildings, 
and besides working long hours incur a big risk from disease 
and the chance of losing their entire herds. During the war the 
milk indu try in competition with the shipbuilding and other 
war industries which paid high wages was almost wiped out. 
The herds \Ycre reduced because of the impossibility to secure 
farm hands or · to pay the prevailing rate of wages, yet the 
price of milk remained approximately the same. 

The question is simply this : Is the production of milk an 
essential industry or is it not? Should we protect essential 
industries? That is what the dairymen are asking for here. 
This filled milk is not a fraud. It is simply a perfect imitation 
of condensed milk. In fact, it is exactly the saine as condensed 
milk, except that it is without nutrition and has no value as far 
as feeding babies is eoncerned. This essential industry comes 
here asking protection, not from frauds, but from such imitations 
and substitutes. Why, this Hebe compound might just as well 
be chalk and water as far as benefiting the children of this 
country. We all know that there are thousands and tens of 
thousands of mothers who can not tell the difference, who can 
not even read, and who buy this filled milk because they think 
it is the same as condensed milk. It is exactly the same in ap-· 
pearance, and vast numbers of the women of this country use 
it for condensed milk. We ask this protection of an essential 
industry, for the protection of hundreds of thousands of children 
of this country and the consuming public. [Applause.] 

(Bill passed House May 25, 1922.) 
The CHAIR~IAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 

VOIGT] has se-ven minutes remaining and the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. JA.COWA.Y] four minutes remaining. 

l\fr. ECHOLS. l\fr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. • 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The extension of remarks referred to are here printed in 

full as follows : 
.Ur. ECHOLS. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the pending bill 

for three reasons: 

First. It will increase the price of wholesome milk to the 
consumer and add to the taxation of the country. 

Second. It is a violation of the Constitution. 
Third. It is the most vicious sort of class legislation. 
I shall not undertake ta discuss the first, for the simple reason 

it is self-evideht if we destroy competition in any commodity 
and increase the number of Government employees, the cost of 
the commodity and taxation will go up. 

As to the second, I shall only say if Congress has the power 
to prohibit the transportation in interstate commerce of a food 
product, although that food product is inferior in quality to 
some other product of a similar nature, it likewise has power to 
prohibit the tTansportation of an inferior grade of coal or 
lumber for the same reason. However, there is nothing to 
show that "filled milk" is injurious to the health of the indi
vidual. It may be that it is inferior in quality to pure fresh 
milk, but that is not a reason for prohibiting its manufacture 
and sale in the District and our possessions or to prohibit its 
transportation in interstate commerce. -

The advocates of this bill are far from harmonious in their 
statements relating to this product. One advocate [Mr. KNUT
SON] in his argument says: 

The bill seeks to put a stop to a flagrant fraud. 
Another [l\lr. FISH] says: 
This " filled milk" is not a fraud. 

There is, of course, no fraud. Every can of this product 
has plainly stamped thereon the contents of the can. To de
fraud is to deceive. No one can be deceived when he is plainly 
told what he is buying. But they say it is not good for babies. 
That may be so; neither are cucumbers, raw turnips, and a 
hundred other food articles; but that is not a reason for pro
hibiting their tran portation from one State to another. All 
such legislation as this bill proposes i asked for on the grolmd 
of public welfare. It has no merit, so the baby is made the 
excuse to bring it support. 

The whole purpose of this bill is to put the manufacturers of 
"filled milk" out of business becau e their product comes in 
competition with the dairymen of the country. " Filled " or 
condensed milk is the only semblance of milk that can be ob
tained by hundreds of poor people in the industrial section of 
the country. If they are deprived of the right to purchase 
"filled milk," then they are deprived of the right to purchase 
any sort or semblance of milk whatever. If this bill becomes 
a law, the price of milk will go higher than it now is, and the 
poorer classes of people who can buy it now will not be able 
to reach it at all then. It is the mo t vicious piece of legisla
tion that has been considered by the House of Representatives 
in the three years that I have been a Member. 

If " filled milk " is injuriou to the health of the people who 
use it, then there is a law in every State in the Union to punish 
tho e who sell it. The people in the Tropics use as one of their 
principal articles of food the products of the coconut. We here 
use coconut butter, and many people are very fond of it. No 
one, so far as I am advised, has ever been told that it is in
·jurious to the health of the user. 

The State legislatures and the Federal Government are pass
ing annually some 15,000 statutes, and the courts of the country 
are rendering annually more than 15,000 opinions in an effort 
to interpret and apply these statutes. It is next to impossible 
for the individual posses ed of even more than ordinary in
telligence to understand and comply with the already too 
numerous laws. This piece of legislation will but add to the 
difficulties, and in the end result in nothing but additional 
litigation and cost burdens. · There are now several hundred
some one has said m-0re than 700---board , bureaus, committees, 
commis ions, departments, and so forth, here at the eat of the 
Government. · Each one adds to the burden of taxation. Many 
of them are wholly useless, and some of them are even danger
ously harmful. Some appointed to perform a specific duty 
which could have been performed in a hort time have been in 
existence more than a hundred years and still are asking for 
appropi:iations and doing nothing. 

This bill will add another to the Ii t. Most of these boards, 
bureaus, commissions, and o forth, are the re ult of class agi
tation and class legislation. It has become wry common for 
a few individuals, when not satisfied with things as they are, 
to insist upon the appointment of an investigating board, to be 
followed by a special measure peculiarly applicable to their 
particular grievances creating some new governmental agency 
to administer that law. Instead of forecasting the ultimate 
result of such legislation and making laws applicable to all the 
people, we have grown into the habit of pa sing laws applicable 
to classes; and the result is so confusing an<.1 work such mani
fest injustice we try to escape from one confusion by enacting 

. 
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another statute that will have no good result but will add to 
the hopeiess confusion we are now experiencing. The people 
of the country are weary of so much legisiation that they do 
not understand and could not comply with if they did under
stand it. All of these difficulties give the paternalist and. the 
demagogue a chance to propose some new " ism " or " scheme " 
promising relief. 'Vords without number have been spoken in 
the last few vear on nationalization of the industries of the 
country unde1: the guise of public welfare, most of which were 
without thought and dangerous. 9nly recently the head of a 
great organization advocated the nationalization of the coal 
mines, but "·ithout any explanation of what such nationaliza
tion would mean. Nothing to show that coal would be pro
cluced and sold to the consumer cheaper than it is under the 
present system; nothing to show that the laborer who mines the 
coal would receive a greater compensation for his services than 
he now receives. 'Ve had a temporary nationalization of the 
railroads, from which we have not recovered and will not for 
the next quarter of a century. 

Every time Congress passes an act providing for class legis
lation or class preferment, the darkness of the clouds that 
hover oYer this Republic become a little more dense. If the 
history of the world has settled any one fact, it has settled 
the fact that any government that tries to run everything will 
soon find itself upon the rocks. Any government that permits 
it ·elf to be lecl into the realms of passion and hatred where 
it does not require its citizens· to recognize the right of others; 
where it legislates wholl in the interest of one clas · to the 
detriment of another, as this bill doe~ will soon find itself in 
the position of being unable to protect the life of its citizens. 
Any class of men that does not recognize the rights of others 
to carry on a legitimate business, although it may come in 
competition with their business, is a dangerous class to trust 
the cont1'ol of the Government to. 

There is nothing new in the fallacies and the " isms " pro
po ed by the paternalist or the demagogue of to-day. All of 
them were tried centuries ago. They prate about democracy, 
talk about social justice and self-determination, and yet no one 
has ever been able to tell us what sociai justice is or where 
self-determination is practicable. Russia, with her starving 
millions, is the latest example of "self-determination" and class 
preferment. The present regime has brought more suffering to 
the people of that great land of opportunity and wealth than all 
the Czars who haye reigned throughout the ages. The terror, 
crime, and hatred in Russia to-day surpass that of any other 
country in all history. Russia is a government. without law, 
and a government without law is despotism; yet we were told 
by the Bolshevist and the Socialist that when the pre ent regime 
in Russia started it wa the fulfillment of the dream of the 
ages. Our country is drifting into a realm of paternalism 
where the Government proposes to stand guardian for the in
dividual. No effort upon the part of the indiYidual to protect 
his own rights aqd maintain himself is required. The pending 
bill is another step in the direction of socialism. It undertakes 
to say that the Government '"ill take charge of individual judg
ment, tell the people what they must eat, whether the food they 
eat is wholesome or not, or whether it is to their liking. I am 
just as unwilling to force the individual to use " filled milk " 
as I am to deprive him of the privilege of using it. It is going 
a long way for the GoYernment by a mere fiat of legislation to 
say to the public that a certain article of food shall not be used 
by them, although there is nothing injurious to the health of 
those who purchase and use it. This bill is class legislation 
run mad. If this sort of legislation is to be continued, then no 
concern can safely engage in manufacture of any new product 
whateYer. If it should do so and that product should come in 
competition with the product of some other class more numer
ous than the one to which it belong , it could expect the Con
gress to come along any minute and by mere legislative decla
ration, as was stated by the gentleman from Iowa [:l\1r. 
TOWNER] in proposing his amendment, which declares "filled 
milk" is deleterious, prohibit the sale of its product in the Dis
trict of Columbia and our possessions and prohibit the trans-
portation thereof in interstate commerce. · 

Mr. VOIGT. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [l\1r. KETCHAM]. 

1\lr. KETCHAM. l\1r. Chairman and ·members of the com
mittee, during the three hours of general debate all angles of 
this question of the . sale of a fraudulent substitute for milk 
have been presented very ably and earnestly, and we are greatly 
indebted to Members who have been to such great pains . to 
arrange and present the many logical reasons for the passage 
of this bill. 

Before entering on debate under the five-minute rule it may 
be helpful, however, to correct a few fal e impressions that 
have been left by some of the proponents of the measure. 

The distinguished member of the committee from Louisiana 
[.Mr. ASWELL] in the course of his argument led you to believe 
that the manufacture of this bogus milk product would make 
a great market for separated or skim milk. Do the manufac
turers of this product buy separated or skim milk from the 
producers and then by the addition of the vegetable oil make 
up this fraudulent article? Nay verily! The oYerwhelming 
percentage of their purchases from the farmers is whole milk. 
The butter fat is extracted and vegetable fat substituted, thus 
making a profit both ways. One company in 1919 purchased 
97.2 per cent whole milk and 2.08 per cent skim milk from 
which to make its bogus product. In 1920 this same company 
purchased 94.3 per cent whole milk and 5.7 per cent skim 
milk for the same purpose. 

It must not be forgotten that the foundation of this fraudu
lent article is milk, and that every pound of it that is placed 
on the market displaces just that much wholesome product. 
Suppose that all whole milk were made over int-0 this bogus 
article. Would the sum total of milk be increased? To urge 
such an argument is but to show to what extremes the oppo·· 
nents of this helpful legi lation are forced to go in their at
tempt to defeat it. No, l\fr. Chairman, the opponents of this 
bill can not justify themselves in urging that by turning whole 
milk int-0 filled milk they are increasing the food supply. The 
dairy cow regulates that matter, and while the eloquence of 
the gentleman in opposition to this law may be very persuasive 
here, it does not inspire the dairy cow of the country to give 
one additional quart of milk. 

The real purpose in this bogus milk game is to make money, 
not to prevent food wa te. · How is it done? The butter fat 
that sells fop 35 cents per pound is extracted and vegetable 
fat costing 12 cents per pound is substituted. This bogus 
product is then put up in identical shaped cans and is sold 
upon the reputation of real milk. 

The distinguished gentleman from Louisiana [l\1r. AswELI.] 
further pleads for this bogus milk on the score of its cheap
ness and consequent advantage to the poor. Important if true. 
Let us see : First, let us look for a moment at the testimony 
of Mr. l\1cKee, a repre entative of the Hebe Co., on page 8 of 
series H, part 1 of the hearings. He says that the price per 
can is 2i cents less for filled milk than for condensed milk. 
The cost to the retailer is evidently much lower per case. How 
about the customer? I present for the information of the com
mittee in this connection a group of photographs of both con
densed and filled milk actual sales with the price mark clearly 
indicated in each case. Three cans of each appear in the first 
picture. The three cans of filled milk total 19 cents, the three 
of evaporated 20 cents. One-third of a cent per can less for a 
bogus product whose representative testifies that its cost is 2i 
cents less. Here's another-nine cans condensed milk, 95 cents, 
and nine cans filled milk, 90 cents. One half a cent less per 
can for bogus product which cost the retailer 2i cents less per 
can. These cans were actual purchases in retail stores outside 
of chain stores. 

Having disposed of the arguments of the opponents of this 
bill on the subject of food waste and cheapness, it may be well 
to turn for a moment to the food-value argument. It bas 
been repeatedly stated here this afternoon that filled milk is 
injurious or deleterious to human health. Everyone concedes, 
of course, that it is not positively bad, but no one disputes the 
fact that it i negatively good. It is a sham, a pretense, an1l 
literally a wolf in sheep's clothing among food products. Wen~ 
it actually poisonous even the most ignorant would not be 
misled. But masquerading undei· a good name it deceives even 
the elect and thus becomes doubly dangerous. President Hard
ing has recently uttered some stirring words about "conscience 
in business." The sentiments he expressed in that splendid 
appeal are especially in point in the discussion of this bill .. 
When in the name of " business " we attempt to foist upon 
the innocent, the poor, and the unwary a spurious article vf 
food, it is certainly high tin1e to call for " conscience in busi
ness," anrl for this reason, if no other, eYery vote should be 
cast for this bill. 

I can not speak in scientific phraseology on the value of this 
bogus milk, but I can bring to the committee a farm illustration 
that will be convincing to anyone who knows farm life. If one 
of a pair of twin calves is allowed to take his nourishment from 
its mother according to nature's method an<l the other is taken 
away and fed upon separated or skim milk, fien with substi
tutes added, is there any comparison at the end of any period 
of experimentation? The calf feel by nature's method will be 
bright-eyed, sleek-coated, symmetrical in form, and a beautiful 
thing for every lover of animals to look upon. The calf fed on 
separated or skim milk will be undersized, "poddy," and in 
every way inferior to its twin. The butcher, I apprehend, would 
have no trouble in choosing the better one for the block, even 
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thougb coconut oil, or even peanut oU, had been added t-0 ti;ie 
ration of the hand-fed calf. Shall we get lost or confused m 
the bog of cientific argument on the subject of nourishment 
in this. filled-milk product when any 10-year-old farm boy sees 
and knows the truth in it? · 

The deception and fraud in the sale of this bogus product can 
not be too strongly emphasized, in my opinion. In order to set 
this out dearly I quote, through the courtesy of Mr. A. A. Miller, 
editor of tbe i1ilk Producers' Review, of Philadelphia, some 
tatements of dealers in Pennsylvania and New .Jersey: 

1. &>11 Pet but no Hebe milk. Pet same as He.be. {Pet, condensed ; 
Hebe, filled .) . . 

2. Silver Key a.TI right; same as Borden's. (Sllver Key, filled, Bor-
den•s, conderu;ed.) 

!.l. R ebe good as Borde.n's. . 
-1. Rebe just as good as others ; all .alike; good for childre1:1. 
r>. Hebe, good milk ; good for babies ; yes, good for everythmg. 
6. Reeommended Hebe for babies. 

Many others of imilar import could be given, but these are 
fairly indicatiYe of the trade practices, particularly in poorer 
sections of our large center of population. "\"\.,.e certainly should 
be willing and ready to prewnt this deception and fraud as far 
as our power goes, both on account of health and moral con
sideration . 

Something has been said, 1.fr. Chairman, concerning the elfish 
interest of dairymen in this measure. BecausB of the fact. that 
whole milk is purchased by the manufacturers of filled ~lk, I 
feel that this argument is unfair. The fear of the <lairyman 
i. that the ale of this bogus milk product will discredit h~ 
whole busine '"' and thus do him immeasurable harm. He is 
clearly entitled to have the generally accepted high charact~r 
of the whole milk product whieh be markets pre •er>e<~. His 
interest in the matter is one with public interest. 

Mr. Chairman. as I • ee this proposition it summarize~ about 
as follows : Re ponding to the urge of war-time necessity, we 
went far afield in Rearch of " substitutes." Tlte use of " sub
stitutes " tolerated under the stress of war has become strongly 
inh-enched in our commercial life. The profit in tliem lures 
many to exert e>ery energy to continue their use. I it not 
time to right-about face? A1·e s':ch practice eveD: "good b~si
ness '? Shall not the admonition of the Pres1dent urgmg 
" con cience in business " be heeded ? 

Filled milk adds nothing to our food supply, is not perceptibly 
cheaper, and clearly seeks to steal the ~ood. name of whole 
milk thereby endangering the whole dairy mdustry. Sound 
public policy is again t it, and it is, therefo:e •. my hope that .the 
committee will approve this bill which proh1b1ts it as an article 
of interstate commerce. 

By unanimous con ent leave to extend remark was granted 
to Miss ROBERT oN, 1\Ir. JoNES of Texas, and Ur. OLAGUE. 

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gE>ntlernan from Mississippi [Mr. Lowm~y~ . . 

l\lr. LOWREY. l\Ir. Chairman, we are through rmsmg babies 
at my house. 'Ye have raised eight, an~ we did not u. e con
den ed milk. I am 5'till for the protection of the babies. It 
. eems to me that when the gentlemai;i who prece?ed me unde~·
took to defend his position be su~ic1ently ~ustamed ou~ po .1-

tion. The o-entleman says that be went to 2t:> merchant m thi 
town who ~ year ao-o were selling this product as condensed 
milk and that they e.are not selling it now, becau e it is prop
erly labeled. If it is properly labeled and. t.hat bas produced 
tbe effect, why not imply enact a la~ reqmrmg a proper label 
and not attack the industry? Tbat is all the argument I have 
to present. But as the gentleman has gi;en me the bah~nce 
of the time I feel constrained to make a little ~ro~es.t a.gamst 
tl1e conduct of my friend and colleague from 1\h i s1pp1 [l\Ir. 
SrssoN·]. I do not think it exactly polite and worthy ~f a M:is-
issippi Oongres man to stand and look down at people ~ ankles 

and then comment on their hosiery, as the gentleman did when 
be had tlle floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield hvo minutes to the gen
tleman from South Dakota [l\lr. WILLIAMSON]. 

l\Ir. WILLI.A.l\ISON. Ur. Chairman and gentlemen, I have 
been very much surprised this afternoou. in ~otin~ that there 
has not been a single l\1ember on the mmonty side who has 
risen in defense of this bill. Neither have gentlemen on that 
ide of the House shown us that this bogu milk has a single 

element of real food value in it. The truth of the matter is 
and tlle evidence all shows that this product which is being 
old as filled milk has the vitamines taken out of it, and that is 

the only essential element in milk that would be of a~y value 
so far as sustaining human life is concerned. T~ere is not a 
man bere, raised on a farm, who .remembers the time when the 
cream eparator came into vogue who does not al o recall that 
when he attempted to feed the calves on the milk after the 
separator had taken the cream out o~ it that the calves got 
thinner and thinner and that some died. Calves can not be 

raised on that kind af -a diet. And yet this same milk is taken, 
mixed with coconut oil, and fed to children. [Applause.] 

To permit a eompound consisting of separator ldmmed milk 
and coconut oil to be sold as a substitute for the genuine article 
is to permit the people's money to be taken under false pre
fonses. But it is argued th.at it is n.ot old as a milk sustitute. 
How anyone can read the labels upon the cans and the news
paper advertisements de cribing th-e virtues of the mi:x±ure and 
arrive at that conclusion is ha.rd to understand. Such labels 
and every line of the glowing ad.-ertisements are calculated to 
deceive the buyers into the belief that they are really getting 
a superior product. 

The contention that tlle manufacturers of " Nutro" and 
"Hebe" and other like concoctions are entitled to considera
tion. and th.at we have no right to . destroy their investments 
by -0.estro:ring their market , is not impre ive in view of tbe 
methods employed by them in foistiilg their all but worthless 
products upon the unsuspecting public. 

Upon the one band it is being argued by the opponents of the 
measure that to prohibit the shipment of filled milk in inter-
tate commerce is to deprile the poor of a valuable food product 

and on the other tbat it will dep1·ive the farmer of a market for 
his skim.med milk. Both contentions seem to rue untenable. It 
has bee:ii demonstrated by the most convincing proofs and by 
actual experiments that filled milk is wholly unfit as a diet for 
infants or children and that it is the mother of rickets and 
brings on loss of vitality and impairment of vi ion. If inju
rious to children, it can have little value for adults. That it 
is depriving the fa1·mer of a market for his milk is equally ill 
founded. Skimmed milk is a mere by-produet. The more of it 
that can be u ed as a substitute for the genuine article, the less 
demand there will be for the whole milk. Statistics gathered 
by the Bureau of l\larkets show pretty conclusively that the 
compound is gradually reducing the demand for malt.ed and 
evaporated milk, both of which are manufactured from the 
whole milk. This has resulted in a corresponding reduction 
of demand for the produets of our dairy herds. Figures pre-

. sented by the bureau, as given in the committee' report, show 
that the production of filled milk increa ed from 35,031,902 
pound in 1917 to 86,001,000 in 1920, while the production of 
sweetened con<lBnsed and unsweetened evaporated milk de
crea ed from 2.030,957,618 pounds in 1919 to 1.461,140,312 in 
1921.. I regret that I do• not bav-e the figures at hand for the 
corresponding years throughout, as this would be a much more 
satisfactory comparison. It seems to me tl1at the reasons for 
the enactment of this IJill into law are mo t convincing and that 
we should have no hesitancy in supporting it. 

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield tbe balance of my time to 
the ..,.enU.eman from Kan a [Mr. TINCHER]. 

l\lr. TI~CHER. .Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of tbe com
mittee, at the time the hearings were had on the bill this prod
uct was being sold in the· city and used as food for infants. 
The attention of the manufacturer ha>ing been called to the 
fact that it was not fit for infants' food, the label was changed . 
The e,·idence disclo es that there was no nutrition in the sub-
tauce, and the only reason that they 8hould not be compelled 

to label it "Not fit for adults" i that it was not shown that 
it was particularly injurious to adults. But there is no . .food 
about it, and no reason why it · hould be .carried in commerce 
or manufacturE>d. I do not kn-0w why anyone should vote t9 
permit tbe sale of an article used as food that ha no nutritious 
element in it. [Applause.] · 

The CHA.IIll\.1AN. The time of the gentleman has e:\.-pired, 
all time has expired, and the Clerk will read the ·bill for amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, ·etc., That whenever used in thi act-
( a) The term " person " includes an individual, partnership, corpora

tion, or association ; 
(b) The t erm "interstate or foreign ~omllli!rce" m.ean. commerce (~) 

between any State, Territory, or possession, or the. D1stri!!t !>f Colamb1a, 
and any plae:e outside th~eof; (2)_ b~tween ~om!s w1tbm the ame 
State Territory or po e ion, or w1tbm the DIStr1ct of Columbia, but 
tbrou'ah any place outside thereof; or (3). within any Territory o.r 
po se:sion, or within the District of Oolumbia ;, and . 

( c) The term " filled milk " means any milk, cream, or skimmed 
milk whether or not conden ed. evaporated, concentrated, powdered, 
dried, or desiccated, to which has ?een added, 01· ~bicb has been blended 
or compounded with, any fat or 011 other than m~lk fat, so that ~he re-
ultin"' product is in imitation or emblance of milk, cream. or skimmed 

milk. "'whether or not conden ed, evaporated, concentrated, po :dered, 
dried, or desiccated. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 2, line 8, after the word "deRiccatf'd ," strike out the pe1·iod, 

insert a comma, and iu ·ert "and as such is an a.dulterate~ and dcleteri
Ollil article of food, and when marketed as . uch eon t1tutes a fraud 
upon the public." 

~· 
( 
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l\fr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I am justified in saying that 
the author of the bill and at least a part of the A.gl'icultural 
Committee ha·rn agreed to this amendment. 

l\Ir. Chairman, this amendment is offered merely on a legis
lati'rn declaration of the object and purpose of the legislation. 
There are three grounds upon which articles of this character 
may be prohibited from interstate commerce. If the article is 
adulterated, if the article is deleterious as a food product, or 
if it is being marketed and the process of marketing consti
tutes a fraud upon the public, then interstate commerce may 
t11ke cognizance of the conditions and the article may be pro
hibited from being shipped in interstate commerce. 

l\lr. JONES of Texas. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

l\lr. TOWNER. Yes. 
l\Ir. JONES of Texas. The gentleman's amendment is in line 

with the uggestion that I made a while ago, and would go far 
to rernoye the objection to the bill. 

fr. TOWl'l'EH.. This is a legislative declaration of the fact 
that is claimed by. the proponents of the bill. It is also a 
declaration of the purl)oses of the legislation. Of course I know 
that it i · not binding upon the courts, but in many cases, as 
gentlemen ,.,.·ho are familiar with the legal aspects of the matter 
know, the declaration· of the legislative body in regard to the 
purpose of the legislation goes >ery far with the courts in deter
mining whether or not it i constitutional. 

1\fr. W A.LSH. l\1r. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. TOWNER. Yes. 
l\fr. WALSH. Will not this add to the allegations that must 

be set forth in the indictment and proved? 
l\fr. r.ro\ .. \TNER. I do not know. I do not know, really, as 

to whether an indictment could be ~ustaineu again t one who 
has violated the terms of the act without such allegation, but 
certainly it will suggest to the district attorney who is drawing 
the indictment that he should add this declaration. In any e>ent 
none of these proposition is harmful, and they may be Yery 
important, and as uch it seems to me that we are justified in 
asking for the approval of the amendment by the committee. 

l\Ir. HARDY of Texas. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

l\1r. TOWNER. Yes. 
l\lr. HARDY of Texas. Does the gentleman think that the 

recital of this alleged fact that this material is deleterious 
w·ould establish it as final? In other words, does the legislative 
declnration make that a fact? 

l\lr. TOWNER. If the gentleman bad been listening atten
ti\ely, he would have remembered that I just said it would not 
be binding upon the courts. It is, however, persuasive. It 
indicates the purpose and object of the legislation, and if in 
any case it is found as a matter of fact that the particular 
article unuer investigation at that time i adulterated or is dele
terious to health, or has been so marketed as to constitute a 
fraud upon the public, then it would be subject to regulation in 
interstate commerce. 

Mr. 1\IONTAGUE. Mr. Chairman, wiU the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. TOWNER. Yes. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. As I caught the gentleman's amendment, 

of which I heartily approve, he undertakes to give the real 
reasons for the bill. · 

l\1r. TOWNER. Yes; I think that might be properly stated 
of it. 

Mr. l\IONTAGUE. In other words, that the object and 
purpose of the bill. 

l\lr. TOWNER. Yes. It is to prevent an adulterated food 
from being sold; it is to prevent a deleterious food from being 
sold; it is to pre-vent a fraud upon the public. 

l\Ir. RA.KER. l\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the lai:::t 
word. I am in favor of this amendment. With this amend
ment adopted, I am in favor of this bill. It cures the imper
fections of the bill beyond all question. As the bill stood 
there was seriou question upon its face whether or not it 
could be declared constitutional by the court·. Thi adds what 
ought to be added to this character of legislation. I call atten
tion to the fact that the hill prohibits the addition of any fat 
other than milk fat, or provides that the addition of any fat 
other than milk fat would prohibit the article from being en
tered in interstate commerce. In the powdered. dried, or desic
cated milk there may be a small percentage of fat added, other 
than milk fat, when, as a matter of fact, all of the ubstance 
of the milk that comes from the cow in evaporated milk is re
tained. A little fat may be added to preserve it in the can. 
'Vithout this amendment that evaporated milk would be pro
hibited in interstate commerce under the bill, but with the 
amendment proposed l>y the gentleman from Iowa it must be 
proven, as it ought to be, that it is an adulteration, that it is 

deleterious for food purposes, or that it is a fraud upon the 
public. 

1\1r. WALSH. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAKER. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH. Does that amendment not make the defini

tion comport with the pure food law? 
Mr. RA.KER. I think it does, as far as it goes, and it 

ought to. 
Mr. WALSH. Then, if you make it com11ly with the pur~ 

food requirements, what is the necessity for the rest of the 
bill? 

l\1r. RA.KER. Why, they have not been enforcing such laws 
in this instance. It may be deleterious and would be thereby 
prohibited from sale in a State. It may be an adulteration ancl 
it might not be prohibited by the pme food law, because you 
retain in the milk all of the sustenance, and if you put in oil 
or any fat for the pre ·ervation on account of shipment, or on 
account of drying, and so forth, you would be prohibited from 
exporting it or transporting it from one State to the other 
under the original bill. This amendment cures that eYil, as it 
should be cured. 

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman contend that the pure food 
law permits the sale of adulterated or deleterious sub!'tances 
in food? 

Mr. RAKER. I do not and did not. I made no uch ~tnte
ment, nor one that any such inference could be drawn therefrom. 
An adulteration that is not injurious, not against the law, is 
what is now before the House. 

Mr. W A.LSH. Wb,ether it may not be deleterious or injurious 
to public health? 

Mr. RAKER. Oh, not at all. This would be adulteration if 
you put anything in it; the adulteration must be deleterious :mu 
injurious to health; must be against the pure food Jaw. 

l\lr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\Ir. RAKER. I ask that I may proceed for one minute. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I suggest this as an an wer to the 

que tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that under the 
pure food law the matter of what are or are not deleteriou in 
the >arious foods is dealt with by regulation by the Depart
ment of Agriculture. 

1\lr. RAKER. And specified. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Now, we consider it necessarv

those of us who favor this measure-to deal specifically ~ith 
this subject, and I agree fully with the gentleman from Cali
fornia and with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TOWNER] that 
the statement of fact now to be incorporated in the bill will 
Pe most persuasive upon any court that comes to consider the 
constitutionality of this measure. 

l\fr. RAKER. The amendment should be adopted. It will 
give this bill a real chance for its life later. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, the committee bas no objection 

to this amendment, and I move that all debate upon this section 
and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHA.IRMA....~. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Iowa. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEC. 2. It shall be unlawful for any peri::on· to manufacture. within 

any Territory or possession, or within the District of Columbia or to 
~WYct °r:iui~uver for shipment in interstat.e or foreign commerce, any 

l\fr. WI:N"GO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the· sec-
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman offer a pro forma 
amendment or an actual amendment? 

l\lr. WINGO. An actual amendment. 
The CHAIRl\llN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 9, strike out all of section 2. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, now this section would make it 
unlawful to ship filled milk for any purpo e, whether it i in
tended to feed bogs, man, or what not, across State lines-or 
feed poodle dogs, as some gentlemen here suggest, but I am not 
mnch interested in poodle dogs. In other words, the taking of it 
across the State line into the city of Texarkana for a dairyman 
on the edge of Texarkana to feed the hogs or any other purpose 
is macle unlawful. But I feel fully satisfied if you want to pre
vent a fraud upon the public, you have already made a stump 
speech in the amendment already adopted, showing Congress is 
in favor of the present law against fraud, because you have got 
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plenty of laws necessary to punish every fraud that has been 
complained of here this afternoon, as every lawyer knows. Now, 
having gone on record and made a stump speech in favor of the 
enforcement of the present law, you ought to be satisfied without 
preventing the bringing of filled milk simply across the State 
line into Texarkana, or from Arkansas into 1\.Iernphi , or from 
Memphis into Arkan as, or from Kansas City, Kans., to Kansas 
City, Mo. 

In other words, you say that you are going to prevent its ship
ment for any purpose and make it unlawful for any purpose. 
Of course, that is absurd. I am glad you saw fit to tone down 
your preceding section by making the simple declaration of 
what you are in favor of; bu,t I bope you wm not go so far as 
to bar the shipment of a food product that may be properly u ed 
by men and, not as some one is so afraid of, by babies. 'Vhy, the 
lady from Oklahoma would be barred from shipping in inter~ tate 
commerce any of this stuff to be used by her in Illllk~g custard. 

Ur. RAKER. Do you think it is just exactly the proper thing 
to give me any custard pie without any substance to' it except the 
form and looks? 

l\:Ir. WINGO. I "·ould not give you any custard pie at all; but 
if I should give you sawdust and told you it was food, and you 
did not have any more sense than to eat it, I ought not to be 
pro ecuted; but if you were an infant and I sold you sawdust 
to eat I ought to be prosecutf'd. Under the statute of California 
you c~uld prosecute me if I sold you sawdust for breakfast food. 
Anyway, let the lady from Oklahoma still use the filled milk for 
custard, ev n if you do not want to u e it for any other purpose. 
[Laughter.] 

l\lr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I \Yant to say a few words in 
oppoi::dtion to tbi:": nmemlrnent. If the gentleman has the privi
lege of shipping milk in inten;tate commerce for the purpo. e of 
feeding bog· or anythiug else, all that would he neces ary nurler 
this bill would be to color the filled milk. Then rou woulcl ~ot 
Yio1ate this law. If the section as it stands now is stricken out, 
the bill will be killed, and I hope it will be voted down. 

I move that all debate on this amendment and amendments 
thereto be now closed. 

The CHAIRUA....i.,. The que tion is on the motion of the gen
tleman from Wisconsin [:\Ir. YornT]. 

Tile quf'stion wa taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to haYe it. 

l\Ir. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I a k for a <lh·i.·ion. 
The <:ornmittee divided, and there were--ayes 82, noes 20. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
Tile CHAIIl1\LL.~. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Arkansas Plr. Wrnco]. 
l\Ir. JOKES of Texas. Ur. Chairman, the pending amend

ment i. an amendment to strike out the paragraph. Would not 
the amendment offered a while ago t~ke preceden<:e of it in 
YOting? 

Tlle CHAIIll\IA..i'\1'. That bas already been Yotetl on-the 
ame11urneut offered by the gentleman from Iowa [1\lr. Tow. ' ER]. 

The question now is on the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Arkansas. 

l\fr. JO>.TES of Texas. Before the vote is taken on that 
amendment, can the other amendment be con •idered? 

The CHA.IHMAN. What other amendment? 
:Mr. JONES of Texas. I have an amendment pending. 
l\lr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The amendment could be pre

sented and not be debated. 
Mr. JONES of Te.......:as. According to the ruling heretofore 

made by the Chair, a motion to verfect a paragraph comes be
fore a motion to -trike out the paragraph, but after tbe motion 
to strike out the paragraph I am afraid the amendment would 
not be admitted. 

The CHAIRMA.i'\1'. When the gentleman from Texas had the 
amendment read for information he did not intimate that he 
offered the amendment for consiueration. 

:Mr. JONES of Texas. I desire to offer it now. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The 00entleman has the right to do so. 

The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
.AmendmPnt offered by Mr. JONES of Texa : Page 2, line 11, after 

the word "shipment," strike out the word "in," anc'I in line 12 strike 
out the words " interstate or foreign commerce " and inseTt, aiter the 
word "milk," the followinl?: "to any person in any other State, Terri
tory or District of the United States or foreign country in which it is 
at that time unlawful to sell, ofl'er for sale, or tender for sale, or de
livery, such milk," so that section 2, as amended1 shall read: " It shall 
be unlawful fot· any person to manufacture wtthin any Territory or 
possession, or itbin the District of Columbia, or to ship, or deliver for 
shipment, any filled milk to any person in any other State, Territory, 
or District of the United Statt!S or foreign country in which it is at 
that time unlawful to sell, ofl'er for sale, or tender for sale, or delivery, 
such milk." 

The CHAIRMAN. The qu stion is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Jo Es]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRl\1AN. The question now comes on the amend-

ment offered by the gentleman from Arkan as [Mr. WINGO]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tlrn Clerk will read. 
l\Ir. TUCKER. Ur. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 

rise? 
l\lr. TUCKER. To ask about the amendment I offered a mo

ment ago. 
The CHAIRl\lAN. Tl1e amendment was read for information. 

Does the gentleman desire to offer it? · 
Mr. TUCKER. I do. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. TUCKER : Page 2, llne 11, strike out the words 

"or to ship or deliver for shipment in interstate or foreign commerce." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Virginia. 
The aruenclment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 3. Any per ·on violating any provision of this act shall upon con

viction thereof be subject to a fine of not more than $1,000 or imprison
ment for not more than one year, or both; except that no penalty shall 
be enforced for any such violation occurring within 30 days after this 
act becomes law. When construing and enforcing the provisions of this 
act, tbe act, omission, or failure of any person acting for or employed 
by any individual, partner. hip, corporation, or association within the 
scope of his employment or office, shall iu every case be deemed the act 
omiss.io~, or failure Of SUCb individual, partnership, corporation, or 
associa.t10n, as well as of such person. 

Mr. WARO of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the la t word. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from North Carolina 
moves to strike out the last word. 

Ur. WARD of North Carolina. l\lr. Chairman, the disti·ict 
attorney that draws a bill of indictment under this Jaw, and 
does not incorporate in that bill of indictment the Towner 
amendment, will have his bill of indictment quashed if there is 
a lawyer there and a judge on tLc: bench; and when he puts it 
into bis bill of indictment it bas got to be proved, and unless 
he proves it the defendant will be acquitted, as be ought to be. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. LO?-l"DOX l\Ir. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIIll\IAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
.Amendment offered by Mr. LoxooN : Add a new section, which sball 

read: 
" SEC. 4. This act shall take effect one year after the date of its 

passage." 

l\Ir. LONDO.J. l\Ir. Chairman, I favor this bill. Adulteration 
of food is one of the wor ·t manifestations of modern commer
cialism. The ease with which the producers of these spurious 
articles deceive the unwary makes this legislation necessary. 
As the most con. err-atiYe l\Iember of tile House, I want to advise 
you against confiscation. [Laughter.] 

I do not believe in spasms of morality. I prefer continuous 
moral conduct. You have permitted tbe manufacture of the e 
numerous articles, samples of which have been hown here. 
You haYe permitterl them in interstate commerce. Invesbnents 
have been made. l\Ien are employed in these industries. Some 
regard, ome consideration, should be given to them and an 
opporttmity offered to adjust themselves to the new situation 
which \vill be created by the legal declaration that the:e articles 
s1rnll henl:eforth be held to be immoral, injurious, unwholesome, 
deleteriou , and what not. 

I ask that my amenrlment be approveu. [Applau e.J 
The CHAIRMAN. The que tion is on agreeing to the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 
The que tion was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
l\fr. VOIGT. l\lr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

now rise and report the hill back to the Honse witl~ an a.mend
men t, with the recommendation that the amendment be agreed 
to aud that tlrn bill as amended llo pass . 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee roi-:e; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, Mr. Hrcxs, hairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8086) 
to prohibit the hipment of filled milk in interstate or foreign 
commerce, bad directed him to report the same hack to the 
House witl1 an amendment, with the recommendation that the 
amendment be agreed to and tbat the bill as amended do pas . 

\ 
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l\Ir. YOIGT. l\lr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 

the bill and amendment to final ·passage. 
The previons question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The amendment wns ag1·eed to. . 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill. 
The bill ·was ·ordered to be en~rossed and read a third time. 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the en

gro~ sed bill. 
l\tr. MONDELL. l\fr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 

adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Wyoming Withhold 

his motion for a moment? 
Mr. 'MO'NDFJLL. Yes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A me· age from tlw Senate. by l\1r. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed bi11 of the following 
title, in '"hich the cohcurrence of the House of Representatives 
was req uestecl : 

. 32'.W. An act to amend sections 2, 5, 11, 12, 15, 19, 29, and 
30. of the United States warehouse act, approved August 11, 1916. 

SEN ATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXH'", Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its ·appro
prla te committee, as indicated below: 

s. 3220. An art amending sections 2, 5, 11, 12, 15, 19, 29, and 30 
of the United States warehouse act, approved August 11, 1916; 
to tbe Committee on Agriculture. 

"ENROLLED BILL SIGXED. 

l\fr. RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolle<l Bills, re
ported that they had exnmined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title, when the Speaker signed the ame : 

H. R. 11065. An act making appropriations for the Departments 
of State and .Justice and for the judiciary for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1923, u~d fo1· other purposes. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRE IDE.-T FOR HIS APPTIOV.ll.. 

Mr. RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that May 23 they had presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 9951. An act to a mend ection 22 of an act approved Feb
rua r~- 14, 1920, entitled "An act making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and 
for other p.urpo e ," for the fiscal year ending :June 30, 1921; 

H. R. 11152. An act to authorize the Bear Mountain Hudson 
River Bridge Co. to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Hudson Iliver near the village of Peekskill, State of New York; 

H. R. 10329. An act making appropriation for the Department 
of the Interior for the fiscal year endin~ June 30, 1923, and for 
other ourposes: 

H. R.11645. An act making an app'ropriation to enable the 
Department of Justice to investigate and prosecute war frauds; 
and 

H. R. 2193. An act to amend the act entitled "An act to pro
hibit the importation and use of opium for other than medicinal 
purpose ," approved February 9, 1909, as amended. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab ence was granted as fol
lows: 

To l\Ir. LINTrrrcuM, indefinitely, on account of illness. 
EXTENSION OF REMABKS. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. :Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD on the bill S . 
2919. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks on the rent bill. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

l\1r. MONDELL. 1\lr. Speaker, I renew my motion to ad
journ. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming moves that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to ; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
May 23, 1922, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COl\IMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

616. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Director 
of the United Stat-es Veterans' Bureau, transmitting a draft 
of a bill providing for the making of allotments of appropria
tions by the United States -Veterans' Bureau to the United 
States Public Health Se.rvice 'Was taken from the Speaker's 
table, referred to the Committee on .Appropriations, and or
dered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. LA....""\GLEY: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

H. R. 7658. A bill to amend the act approved August 25, 1919, 
entitled "An act for the relief of contractors and subcontractors 
for the post offices and other buildings and work under the 
supervision of the Treasury Department, and for other pur
poses"; without amendment (Rept. No. 1029). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LANGLEY: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
H. R. 11588. A bill -to amend an act entitled "An act to author
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to provide hospital and sana._ 
torium facilities for: discharged sick and disabled soldiers, 
sailors, and marines"; with amendments (Rept. No. 1030). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
-were introduced and severally refe11red as follows: 

By Mr. TAYLOR of New .Jersey: A bill (H. R. 11772) to in
crease the limit of cost of the United States post office at 
Bayonne, .... ~. J.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By i\lr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 11773) relative to naturaliza
tion and citizen hip of married women; to the Committee on 
Illlrnigration and Naturalization. 

By l\Ir. NE\VTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 11774) to 
amend the interstate commerce act and the transportation act, 
1920; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

·By Mr. ::.\IILLEJR: A bill (H. R. 11775) to enlarge and extend 
the present United States courthouse, customhouse, and post
office building at Seattle, Wa h.; to the Committee on Public 
BuildiJJgs and •Grounds. 

By Mr, SINCLAIR: A bill (H. R. 11776) to promote agricul
ture by stabilizing the prices of certain agricultm·al products; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PERL)iA.;.~: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 332) pro
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
regarding the employment of children under 18 years of age ; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By l\lr. KIESS: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 59) to 
proYide for the printing of 3,000 additional copies of the report 
of the Alien Property Custodian ; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. YOUXG: Re olution (H. Res. 353) for the immediate 
consideration of Senate bill 2770; to the Committee on Rules. , 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clau. e 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows : 

By )lr. CAl.~NO:N: A bill (H. R. 11777) granting an increa e 
of pension to Eliza J. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\Ir. GENS~fAN: A bill (H. R. 11778) to investigate the 
claims of anu to enroll certain persons, if entitled, with the 
Choctaw Tribe of Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11779) granting a pension to Alexander 
. Seals; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By ~Ir. GOLDSBORO"CGH: A bill (H. R. 117 0) for the 
relief of Roland Webster; to the Committee on Claims. 

By l\lr. LA ... -GLEY: A bill (II. R 11781) g1·anting an in
crease of pension to Frank P. Collins; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. l\1cPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 11782) granting a pen
sion to Lucy Michener; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\lr. QUIN: A bill (H. R. 11783) granting an increase 
of pension to Girard G. Butler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 11784) granting a pension to 
Eugene Key ; to the Committee on Inntlid Pension8. 

By l\lr. WALSH: A bill ( H. R. 11785) granting a pension to 
Sarah Barnes Baker ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1178G) granting a pension to George W. 
Briggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 11787) granting a pension to Frederick B. 
Eldridge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

· Under clause 1 of Rule ~II, petitions ana papers were Jaid 
on the Clerk' desk and referred as fo lows : 

5753. By l\Ir .. BURTON : Resolution from the American Legion 
at Clevelnnd commending the stand taken by Secretary Hughes 
in declinin·g to enter into a conference with the soviets of Russia; 
to the Committee on Foi:eign Affairs. 

5754. By l'lfr. CHRISTOPHERSON: Resolutions passed by the 
Black Hills Mining Men's Association, May 18, 1922, protesting 
against the enactment of the Denison bill; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

575G. By Mr. CUHRY: Petition of 14 residents of Napa 
County, Calif., protesting against the enactment of the pending 
Sunday bills; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

5756. Also, petition of 33 residents of Vallejo, Calif., protest
in(J' against the enactment of the Sunday law; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

5757. By Mr. KISSEL: Petition: of Oriental Vegetable Oils 
Co., San Franci ~co and New York City, relative to the tariff bill 
(H. R. 7456) ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

5758. Al o, petition of Metal Trades Council, Brooklyn, N. Y., 
relative to House bill 11214; to the Committee on Na"al Affairs. 

5759. By Mr. MAPES : Petition of Presbytery of Grand 
Rapids, igned by Harry E. Porter, presiding officer, and Willard 
K. Spencer, secretary, favoring the passage of House Joint Reso
lution No. 131, House bill 9753, and Senate Joint Resolution No. 
31; to the Committee on C1e Judiciary. 

5760. By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Mr. C. 0. Wellock, of San 
Anselmo, Calif., indorsing and urging the early passage of the 
Bursmn and l\!organ pension bills; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

5761. Also. re. ollition No. 27690 of the common council of the 
city of San Diego, Calif., indorsing and urging the passage of 
House bill 11449, to provide for the protection and development 
of the lower Colorado River Basin; to the Committee on Irriga· 
tion of Arid Lands. 

5762. Also. petition of the Oakland Chamber of Commerce, of 
Oakland, Calif. ; the Stockton Chamber of Commerce, of Stock
ton, Calif. ; the Growers National Bank and the L. Powers 
Fruit Co., of Fresno, Calif., all protesting against any change in 
the transportation act of 1920 as proposed by the Sweet and 
Capper bills (H. R. 686l and S. 1150) ; to the Con;imittee on 
Interstate and Foreign Com~erce. 

5763. Also, petition of Grand Commandery of Knights Tem
plar of the State of California, the Gl"and Council of Royal and 
Select Masters of the State of California, and the Grand Chap· 
ter of Royal Arch Masons of the State of California, advocating 
and indorsing the Towner-Sterling bill, which has for its purpo e 
the improvement of educational facilities in the United States; 
to the Committee on Education. 

5764. Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, favoring the merchant marine bill; to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

5765. Also, petition of the Rice Millers' Association, of New 
Orleans, relative to tariff rates on rice; Frank 0. Sundquist and 
Trobeck & Johnson, of Los Angeles, Calif., protesting against 
paragraph 1116 of the tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

5766. Also, petition of Texas Chamber of Commerce, Dallas, 
Tex., relative to tax-free securities, and Charles Tartaglia & 
Bros., of Los Angeles, protesting a~ainst paragraph 1116 of the 
tariff bill (H. R. 7456) ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

5767. Also, petition of the National Dairy Union, Washington, 
D. 0., indorsing House bill 8086; to the Committee on Agricul
ture. 

5768. Also, petition of the Pacific Rod & Gun Club, of San 
Francisco, Calif., indorsing and urging the passage of House 
bill 5823, known as the public shooting and game refuge bill; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

5769. Also, petition of Camp St. Louis, No. 731, United Con
federate Vetexans, St. Louis, Mo., relative to amendment of the 
statutes concerning the soldiers' homes maintained by the 
Federal Government; to the Committee on Military Af
fairs. 

5770. By Mr. Sl\!ITB of Idaho: Petition of citizens of Fair
field, Idaho, favoring the enactment of the Voigt bill (H. R. 
8086), to prohibit shipment of filled milk in interstate or foreign 
commerce; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

5771. By l\fr. SNYDER: Petition of Ralph Crego, Charles E. 
Garlock, William Gibson, Herkimer, N. Y., and L. A. White, 
Utica, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Chandler pen ion 
bill (H. R. 9198), increasing the pensions of volunteers serving 
in the war with Spain or China or Philippine expedition ; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

5772. By Mr. WOODS of Virginia: Petition of Frances -L. 
Bfophy and others of the sixth Virginia di trict, asking for a 
fair duty on imported kid gloves; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

5773. Also, resolutions adopted by the Sons and Daucrhters 
of Liberty, Roanoke, Va., representing more than 300 memhf'ri:i, 
urging the passage of the Towner education bill; to the Com
mittee on Education. 
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